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WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 19, 1953 


Unitep States SENATE 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met (pursuant to Senate Resolution 1(), agreed 
to January 30, 1953) at 10:30 a. m., in room 318 of the Senate Office 
Building, Senator Joseph R. MeCarthy (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senator J OSe ph R McCarthy , , Republ can, Wisconsin, 

Present also: Francis P. Carr, executive director; Roy M. Cohn, 
chief counsel: G. David Schine, chief consultant; Ruth Young Watt, 
chief clerk; Herbert S. Hawkins, investigator; and Robert ei ad- 
ministrative assistant to Senator Potter. 

The CHairman. The committee will come to order. 

I would like first to thank the officials of the Government Printing 
Office for the cooperation they have given us even though they knew 
it would be embarrassing to uncover Communists in their organiza- 
tion. Up to this point I do not believe they have turned down any 
request that we have made for information, have they, Roy 4 

Mr. Coun. They have lot, Mr. Cl airman. 

The CyarrMan. It is a striking contrast to the complete lack of 
cooperation we have bee n getting from the militarv on an esp onage 
case which we have been trying to track down over in that depart- 
ment. It is a case in which the military have the recorded conversa 


tions of one of their civilian emplovees giving secret material which 
would be and undoubter l] V was of creat value to the enemy, toa Wash 
ington correspondent, a ch ir-cut ease of violation of t] Espionage 


Act. Some of the acts occurred over a year ago, in the middle of 195: 
The only thing that was done there was to allow the employee, W 
had civen out the secret materials, to1 esion. 

We asked for the file and some information which was refused. 
Finally, after a great deal of prodding, the military turned the file 
over to the Justice Department, which is now working on it. 

I merely mention that to show the contrast between the type of 
cooperation and help — h we have gotten from the GPO, and the 
complete lack of help in uncovering espionage which we think we 
have gotten from the siliay: 

I would like to assure the military now that this other espionage 
case is not dropped. The facts will be developed, and they will be 
developed publicly despite the opposition we are getting. 

Again may I say we thank the GPO for their cooperation even 
though they must find this extremely embarrassing. 

Who i is your first witness, Mr. Cohn? 
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Mr. Coun. Mrs. Rothschild. 

The Cuatrman. Mrs. Rothschild. 

Mr. Forp. May I assume we still have the rule on photographs ? 

‘I he Cu \IRMAN, Yes. ‘J he floodlights will not be shined upon the 
witness, and no pictures of the witness will be taken inside the room. 
[ am afraid I will have to insist that you gentlemen who took pictures 
inside the room not be allowed to use them. We have taken the posi- 
tion that 1f a witness does not want to be photographed, the committee 
has control of the committee room, and therefore we must insist that 


l 


no picures be taken inside the committee room. 


i 
Mrs. Rothschild, you are reminded that you are still under oath. 
You ere swor!l the other day. 


You are the wife of Edward Rothschild ? 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. ESTHER ROTHSCHILD, ACCOMPANIED BY 
CHARLES E. FORD AND STANLEY B. FROSH, ATTORNEYS AT LAW, 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mrs. Roruscuitp. I decline to answer that—— 
The CHamman. Will you get nearer the microphone. L cannot 
( it all. 

Nin ( IN. Move he Miuicropinone closer. 

The Cn wan. The one I am concerned with mainly is the loud- 

pe 1 i eal 

Ni R ISCIIII Can I consult with my lawyer? 

| CiairMAN. You certainly may consult with your attorney at 

! ou care to. 

W onferred with her counsel.) 

\] ROT Hil yi I am the wi 

i ( RM Yo ! t “ of Edward Rot] iid. Phat 

] i Roth en id vho te tified ve terday. You re the W fe of 
| i 1 Re hse iild who te tified ye terday. 

Mrs. Rormuscuiup. Lam the wife of Edward Rothschild. 

The CHAmMAN,. ¥ have been accused under oath by a number of 
t | g¢ not only a member of the Communist Party, but of 
hice. 1. Communist club, in other words, of being a rather 

iy inthe party. You have been accused of holding meet- 
ir home of Communists. Your husband has been accused of 
erial from the Government Printing Office, secret material 
e of creat benefit to the e emy. He has been accused 
| ror exany le. We assume that he did not 
rtain | i elf ohit reading ts He stole i ob 
\ ly for a purpose. It was done duri xr War. The Navy officers 
lect, ive { fied that f the atomic material which 
e frovernm Printing Office got in the hands of 
do tremendous dama to this Nat n. one of the 
oO ] Lhihnk ever ] le befor this commit by al 
{ t\ ( ) Vel 
ire tT 
I ( ( tlt »COl 
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The Cnarrman, Certainly. You may consult your lawyer any time 
you want to. 

(Witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Roruscuirp. I decline to answer under the fifth amendment. 

The CHarrman. Does the number “76271” strike a chord in your 
memory ¢ 

Mrs. Rornscuitp. I decline to answer under the fifth amendment, 
which is my right. 

The Cuarrman. Do you hold a card in the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Rornuscuitp. I decline to answer under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. I have difficulty hearing you. 

Mrs. Roruscuinp. I decline to answer under the fifth amendment. 

The CuHatrman. In other words, you decline to answer on the 
ground that a truthful answer might tend to incriminate you. 

Mrs. Roruscuiip. I decline to answer under the fifth amendment, 
which is my right. 

The CHarrman. For your benefit, you are not entitled to decline to 
answer if perjury would incriminate you. You are only entitled to 
decline to answer if a truthful answer would tend to ineriminate you. 
Cherefore, before we decide whether or not you will be ordered to 
answer that question, I must ask you the question : Do you feel that a 
truthful answer to a que n of whether or not you held a card 

n the Communist Party would tend to incriminate you ? 

You understand I am not now asking whether you held a card. I 
am askine whether or not you feel that a truthful answer to that 
que stion might tend to inet imit ate you. 

Mr . Re rHSCHILD, | cle ne to answel that questio l unde the fif 
imendment. 

The CHatrMan. You will be ordered to answer that question. I 
issume you still decline. I say you have be ordered to answer that 
question, and do vou still decline ? 


Mrs. Roruscuitp. Let me ask my counsel. 


(W ul S CO! ferred with her cou isel. ) 

The CHatrman. For the benefit of counsel—I know I need not 
ily Mr Kon I. her LUISE he is 1 very competent lawyer may | Ly 
that the Chair takes the position that before the privilege can be 
invoked, I must know whether or not the wit feels that perjury 
would ineriminate her or whether a truthful a e] ould inerim 
inate her. If she feels a truthful answer would riminate her, she 

entitled to the privilege. If she refuses to answer that question, I 
intend to take the matter before my full committee, as I do in the ease 
of all other witnesses who refuse to answer t question, and ask for 
1. citation for co empt. 

| ] erely tell l { o tl 1'e ord ib o] ely cle il ) 
hat ra ibsequent | l e€ Yr { ] oq stion about 
the Witness be no it el ty lll i rin 

M | RD My underst a I ( ( t fre 1 the 
ommittee’s Che tr Ine Oo thi nothing hat- 
ever to do with the right under the fifth ni It is ne 
pendent upon truthfuln ; It me ely clene ls on the faet ha n 
answer, be it truthful or untruthful, may tend nerin ite a} 

Lam ready v th mv authorities at anv ti 
Che CHarmoMan. I may say that vou have practiced law for a consid- 


] ' 
erable period of time, | I have pract ed ' i Tor some time. 
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re for some time. We have had the staff of this com 
mittee and some of the members of the JJ tice Department to go into 
t| | ink there is no question, am I right in this, Mr. Cohn, that 


the fifth amendment does not apply in cases of perjury / 


Mr. Conn. There is no question about that. 

Mr. Forp. That t what I stated, Senator. What I stated was 
that the truthfulness or untruthfulness of the answer of a witness 1s 
no factor at all in deter r whether one has a right under the fifth 
al ! ent IT am eit og 

i ( \ an. | 1] not argue the law with you 

Mr. Forp. But I would be glad if any member of your committee 
would give me ise wh 1 Says otherwi e tha I have just stated. 
| lso, after reading that case, if I found there to be such a case, 

¢ if 

Phe Cuairman. I do not care to argue the law with you this morn 

[ just want our position very clear, and that is that I will ask for 

‘a tic for contempt of any witness who refuses to answer that 
question. Maybe I should not say “any.” I think we will ask for a 
Citat hn some cases to test out the matter. I think the privilege has 
by ed too freely by witnesses. It was originally for the purpose of 
rovecting the Icy cual against convicting him elf or herself, and 
it ( eing used for the purpose of covering up or protecting not 


! dividual, but a conspiracy, and I think we should test and narrow 


down that privil ve SO that it Is used only where it legitimately may 


e! | the conversation in the record, the question mav be con- 





fu ( ly rt isk the questi h 
NI R ld, you have refused to tell us whether you held a card 
1 the Communist Party on the eround that your answer might In- 
er ate you. My question to you is this: Do you feel that a truthful 
‘ 1 il questio miient tend to incriminate you, and you are 
ordered er that question. You may consult with counsel. 
\\ conferred w r counsel.) — 
M h IscHILp. I decline 
I C 1TAIRMA Will vou « t near that mike ¢ 
rs. R iscuiLtp. I dec] under the right under the fifth amend- 


mAmRMAN. Was the number of your card 76271? 

Mrs. Roviuscuinp, 1 decline to answer under my right under the 
fift amenament, 

Phe Cuairman. Are you a member of the Communist Party as of 
this moment ¢ 

Mrs. Roruscuiip. I decline to answer under my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

The Crairman. Have you ever either engaged in or assisted your 
husband in any espionage activities ¢ 

Mrs. Roruscuivp. I decline to answer under my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

The Ciaran. Is it true that in 1947 the Communist Party gave 
orders to all of its members to drop any outward signs of belonging 
to the party, including giving up your Communist card, with the 
instructions that all the members of the Communist Party who were 
either in Government or had close relatives in Government would go 
underground ¢ 
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Mrs. Roruscuiip. Under the fifth amendment, I decline to answer. 

The Cuairman. Did you know Mrs. Markward, the lady whom you 
met here in court yeste rd: ay? 

Mrs. Roruscuitp. I decline to answer under my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. Did you know Miss Staleup? That is the maiden 
name of Mrs. Markward, the name which she bore at the time she said 
she attended Communist meetings with you. 

Mrs. Roruscuitp. I decline to answer under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. When you say you are declining under the fifth 
amendment, you are declining on the ground that your answer might 
tend to incriminate you ¢ 

Mrs. Roruscuivp. I decline to answer that under my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. Did you know a Mr. Irving Studenberg ? 

Mrs. Roruscuip. I decline to answer under my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. Are you a member of the Parent ‘Teachers Asso- 
ciation as of today ? 

Mrs. Roruscrivp. I decline to answer under my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are ordered to answer that question. 

Mrs. Roruscuitp. May I consult with my lawyer? 

The Wrrness. You certainly may. 

(Witness conferred with her counsel.) 

The CHarRMAN. Are you ready to answer that, Mrs. Rothschild? 
Are you a member of the Parent Teachers Association ? 

Mrs. Roruscuip. Yes. 

The Cuamman. Are you an officer in that association ? 

Mrs. Roruscuitp. May I consult my lawyer? 

The CuarrMan. Certainly. Any time you care to you may consult 
with counsel. 

(Witness conferred with her counsel.) 

The Witness. I decline to answer that under my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

The CuHarmman. Are you the educational director of the Parent 
Teachers Association ? 

Mrs. Roruscuinp. I decline to answer that under my right under 
the Constitution—under the fifth amendment. 

The CuHairman. May I say to counsel normally she would not be 
entitled to decline to answer. However, if that involves Communist 
activities—and if she is a member of the Communist Party, it of neces- 
sity does—she would be entitled to decline to answer, and therefore 
we will respect your right to decline to answer about your activities 
in that organization. 

Did the Communist Party order or ask you to attempt to infiltrate 
the Parent Teachers Association ¢ 

Mrs. Roruscuip. I decline to answer that under my right under 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. Did the Communist Party aid you in getting the 
job as educational director for the Parent Teachers Association ? 

Mrs. Rornscuip. I decline to answer that under my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 
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The Cnarrman. I hope it is clear that this is not intended as any 
indictment of the Parent Teachers Association or of any of the mem 
bers in your group. I assume they did not know of your activities, 
and I think the Parent Teachers Association as a whole has been 
doing an outstanding job, but the logical thing for the Communist 
Party would be to try to get an important Communist as educational] 
lear 
that the questioning of you 1s not intended in any Way to bea reflection 


upon that excell 


director in any units they could. I merely say this to make it ¢ 


ng 
ent organiZation. 


I think it does show, however, that however good an organization, 
perhaps the better it is, the harder the Communist Party tries to 
I) Pace ltl. 

Did you know a Mr. Isidore Kornfield ¢ 

M Roruscuinp. I decline to answer under my right under the 


fi 1 amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Did you attend Communist study groups which 
were also attended by Mr. Stude be ro ¢é 

Mrs. Roruscutip. I decline to answer under the fifth amendment, 
which is my right. 

The Cuarrman. Did you attend Communist study groups whicl 
were also attended by Mr. Kornfield ? 

Mrs. Roruscuizip. Under the fifth amendment I decline to answer, 
W hismy right. 

The CuarmMan, D | you on at least one occasion lecture a Commu- 


dy group, the material for your lecture coming from Political 


= i 

Affairs, which is the official organ of the Communist Party 2 
Ia R riIisCHILD. | clee ne to al ver aS my right under the fifth 
Che Cuarrman. Did you ever lecture to a Communist study group, 
ot your lecture being from the official organ of the Commu- 


nist Partv. Political Affairs. the name of the article being “What 
_ ithe Role of A rican Lal Be?” 


Rov Hip. Under the fifth amendment I decline to answer, 
! { 
| Ci CLAN Wa \ ir | b nd vel tried and cleared by \ 
( i I rad. t i being h e cl \ 
Roruscuitp. Und imendment I decline to answe1 
i ( -HAIRMAN. Mi (fom se]. do you have ny furt] oY questions é 
[ . tor Pe tter’s administrative as istant who is here, 
qj ¢ ve will be more than happy te 
\ \ ad to have vou here with us 
\I ‘| 
Con | questions. 
R lid meet Gerhard Eisler in Communist circle 
RoriscHiLp., Und the fifth amendment IJ declin »to answer, 
rierhit 
Mir. ¢ iN. Did vo the vear 1944 meet Earl Browder at a meet- 
of the Communist Political Association in Washington, D. C.2 
Irs. Ri cuitp. Under the fifth amendment I decline to answer, 
\ 


Mir. Coun. Did vou meet Louis Budenz. in the vear 1943, when he 
\\ oton addressing a Communist meeting ? 
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is my right 
Mr. Conn. Do vou know Fred Sillers? 


Mrs. Rormscnitp. I decline to answer under the fifth amendment, 





Mr. Coun. Is Fred Sillers a member of the Communist study group 
of which vou and vour husband were membs ¢ 
Mrs. Roruscnitp. I decline to answer under the fifth amendment, 
is my right 
Mr. Conn. Do you know a woman named Charlotte Young, a mem- 
ber of t] tud roup ? 
M Ri cHitp. | dec] » answe v rioht under the fifth 
Che ¢ I RMAN W Vou al ver th Ss que t1o Whet you ire say 
Ine ¥ i ln gy Oo er under the it imendment ao you 
nea eK hing ( il Ve on the o i rit ( l Vel 
might tend eriminate you’ Is that w \ lave In mind? 
You yt k to counsel. 
\\ s conferred with her counsel.) 
The W Yes. b St ] tend ) riminate me 
Mr. Conn. Was there a meeting of a seen he leadership of 
! ( I 5 J rty I Washington ast! col ig ol (7e] | 
i ! j ZAirvve . i ind yourself wh t ul il Ou ) 
on Dix St Washineton ? 
Mi R i | l iit h me! I { | lec] etoa I 
( . Did ) ve a ( VO ( | Rights Club 
Communist Pa of 1 Unit S e Disti of 
f 
Mrs. R SCHII I ec] e t l wel naer the i h l l nt, 
Mr. Cor Did you over a period of time « lues for the ¢ 
Par I 
Mi Ro SCHILD. I dec] { nswel ! fth ame { 
Mr. Con 1) vou transn Vv document ed tron ! 
ha 1 te of} | of the Communist Part \\ LD. 
M RorTHscHILp. | r the fi endn I O 7 
n rig! 
Mr. Cou» ‘ee e no other quest 
e (HAIR eluist « ther « io a = ) 
your husband r pas ( fi f¢ e] fick 
ecret. or t Bo » any ¢ I t i 
\ o t you are 1 eq red to yt 
D uD tutements made to } D) i one 
els prest Tha what t eall a \ ved In mai 
riage L ar ne you the question ¢ | O 3 { rseit 
only to inf l { \ ; \ ( \ ( ( \ } 
\ Re HIiLpD I de ) \\ l I al 
as my rig 
‘| CHAIRMA I would suggest you think it over refi Your 
] band accused « violation of the ] ioe A There 
is testimony that he stole material which wo clous \ 
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by the enemy. Unless you know that he did pass on secret informa- 
tion to a Communist espionage agent, you should answer. If you 
have no such knowledge, then it would in no way incriminate you to 
say, “No; I know of nothing like that.” 

I understand you persist in your answer, your refusal to answer. 
You still refuse to answer ? 

Mrs. Rornuscnixp. I refuse to answer. 

The Carman. On the basis that your answer might tend to incrim- 
inate you? Is that correct? 

Mrs. Rormscump. Yes. 

The Cuarrman,. I think we have no further questions of this witness, 
Mr. Ford. She will consider herself under subpena, however, subject 
to further call. We will contact you and give you sufficient notice. 

Mr. Mellor. Mr. Mellor, you are reminded that you have already 
been sworn and the oath is still in effect. Your name is? 


TESTIMONY OF ERNEST C. MELLOR, CHIEF, EMPLOYEE RELATIONS 
SECTION, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. Metror. Ernest C. Mellor. 

The Coarrman. What are your duties over in the GPO? 

Mr. Metxor. My title is Chief, Employee Relations Section. 

The Cuatrman. Chief of the Employee Relations Section. Do you 
have anything to do with the loyalty program of the GPO at this time? 

Mr. Metior. Yes, sir, I do. 

The Cainman. What are your duties in connection with the loyalty 
program ? 

Mr. Metror. I assist the Director of Personnel in reviewing the 
cases. 

The Cuamman. In other words, you help review cases. 

Mr. Mettor. Yes; that is true. 

The CHarrman. Who besides yourself has the duty of reviewing the 
cases ¢ 

Mr. Mretior. The Director of Personnel. 

The Cuarrman. The name of the Director of Personnel ? 

Mr. Metior. 8S. Preston Hipsley. 

The CuHarrman. I think it might be well for the record to describe 
the difference between your loyalty program under the old adminis- 
tration and under the new rule. 

Mr. Metxor. In general under Executive Order 9835 issued back in 
1947 and following the issuance of that order, a board was set up in 
the Government Printing Office. We were to review the full field re- 
ports submitted by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

The Cuairman. In other words, you had reports from the FBI or 
from any other Government intelligence agency which might have 
some information about one of your employees ? 

Mr. Metior. That is true. The investigation was to be made by the 
FBI. 

The Crrarrman. I have difficulty hearing you, sir. 

Mr. Metior. The investigations were made by the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation, and our board considered the reports submitted to 
us. 

The Cuarrman. Since the new Eisenhower order, what is the setup ? 

Mr. Metuor. That abolished Executive Order 9835 as amended, and 
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did away with the loyalty board in all of the departments, but it did 
provide other means of investigating and studying these cases in 
connection with any security matters. 

The Cuatmrman. Let us see if we have the order clearly in mind, 
The order provided that the loyalty board would no longer nn eae 
from a man’s coworkers, that it would not be drawn from within 
the department. The theory, I understand, is that a man’s coworkers 
were not the best ones to pass on his loyalty. The loyalty board is 
now comprised of individuals from various departments, so a man 
does not go before his friends and have his loyalty passed upon. 

Mr. Menor. It is a hearing board set up, as you de scribe, of em- 
ployees of other deneiteiie nts. 

The CuarrMan. But before a case gets to the hearing board, you and 
Mr. Hipsley would have to recommend that it go to this new hearing 
board. 

Mr. Metxior. Under our administrative regulations at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, the Director of Personnel has been designated 
by the Public Printer as the official who can determine whether an 
employee should be immediately suspended. If the employee is sus- 
pended, the employee has 30 days within which to file a reply, and at 
the end of that 30 days a final determination is made. During that 
time the employee is entitled to a hearing. 

The CuarrMan. I understand that, but I am trying to get clearly 
in mind the actual difference between the loyalty program now and 
what it was a year ago. A year ago under the old administration, 
in the Rothschild case, you and Mr. Hipsley as acting chairman of at 
least one of the hearings, determined whether or not Mr. Rothschild 
should be retained. In 1953 I understand you and Mr. Hipsley deter- 
mine whether a man’s case should be submitted to this new board, 
which has been created, or whether he should be retained without any 
further hearing or investigation. Is that correct? 

Mr. Mettor. That is correct. We reviewed the case under this 
latest Executive order. 

The CuarmrMan. So actually the same people are passing upon the 
loyalty now as those who passed upon it a year ago. 

‘Mr. Metxor. Yes, that is true. 

The Cuarrman. Is it correct that as late as July of this year, you 
reviewed the Rothschild case, and recommended that it not be sub- 
mitted to the new loyalty board ? 

Mr. Mettor. I suggested, in view of the fact that we had not received 
any additional information, any additional reports, that there be no 
action taken. 

The Cuarrman. The other day Mr. Hipsley said he understood the 
orders of Seth Richardson to be that mere meml ership in the Com: 
munist Party should not bar an employee fiom a job in the GPO. 
At the time I could not conceive that that was the correct inte rpreta 
tion. However, Mr. Hipsley sent us additional orders received from 
Seth Richardson’s office, and I can understand how he arrived at that 
conclusion, which would indicate that perhaps we cannot blame your 
loyalty board as much as we can blame the orders under which you 
operated. 

After reviewing the matter and giving it further thought, is it your 
thought that mere membership in the Communist Party, under the 
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orde) nder which vou are operating, would not bar a man from work 


lnittor. Under our present—— 
Che Cuamman. No, lam speaking of the 1952 procedure. 
Mr. M EeLLOR. We were then ope ating ul de) he rey ilations of the 
Loyalty Review Board, which indicated th: 


iat the charge of membel 
pl the organizatio) would not alone be the deciding f tor. 

Lhe CHa? sN. Can vou conceive of what you wo d need in addi 
tion to membership in a world conspiracy to overthrow this Govern 
} nt ¢ What you would need in addition to that to bar a Man from 
handling rets which concern the life and death of our men and 


Nation ¢ What else would you need than membership in this con- 
cy ¢ Perhaps tl it is nota fair quest ontoa k you. You were 
j t foll Ving orders, I understand. 

Mr. Menior. That is true. We were endeavor © to follow the 
regulations of the Loyalty Review Board. 


The CHamman. Do you agree that those rules and regulations wer 


do you think that following those rules and regulations 

created a tremendously dangerous situation ? 

Mr. Meniior. I would say that I believe they did creat langerous 

accion \ b 

| CHAIRMAN. | voing over the Rothschil I ime you 
J \ reviewed it 11} let me ask yo LIS x uid in it ) 
when you recommended that no further action be taken in the Roths- 
child « e, you did that because no additional information was iui 
nished you. Did you evel ask for additional information 2 

Mr. Mreztior. We had asked the Federal Bureau of In gation to 
bring us up to date as to any additional information they might have 

The Cratrman. When ? 

Mr. Metuor. I don’t recall the date. It was eithe 0 or 1951 
when we asked that. 

The Cuaimmman. Either 1950 or 1951. B it in 1953 when you ret li- 


mended clearance for this man and no further proceedings, at t 
time you asked for no additional information ? 

Mr Merntuor. As I recall, that is so. We did not isk in 1953 for 
additional information. 

The CuarrmMan. This is a classified document. Will you hand this 
to the witness? ‘To refresh your recollection I will hand you a letter 
from the FBI to you, dated September 27, 1951. Will you first read 
that I would like to ask you some questions about it. 

Mr. Merior. Yes, I am familiar with this letter. 

The Cuamman. Could I have that back ? 

At that time you were informed that one of the undercover agents 
was now available to testify as to Communist membership of Mrs. 
Roth schild, the fact that Communist meetings were held at the Roths- 
child home, the card that Mrs. Rothschild earried in the Communist 
Party, the fact that Mrs. Rothschild was not merely a member, but a 
rather important functionary in the party. Js that a fair résumé of 
the letter ¢ 

Mr. Mretxor. As I recall it, it is, sir. 

‘The @uarrman. Were you at all interested in knowing whether 
or not the wife of this man Rothschild was 2» member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 
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Mr. Metxor. The board was interested, of course, in knowing 
whether any n 1embers of the f: umily, in cluding the wife, were a member 
of the Communist Party. 

The CHarman. If you were interested, and the FBI says here, 
“Here is our witness, and she will testify under oath,” why did you not 
call that witness ? 

Mr. Mewior. The main reason, as I recall, is that our loyalty board 
Was set up not as an investigation board. We were to consider reports 
ubmitted by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and when we 

ranien additional information, we were to call on the Federal Bureau 

f Investig ration to make the investigation and submit reports to us 

The Cuarrman. I think this demonstrates the fallacy of the claim 
made so often that it is the FBI's job to clean out all these depart- 
ments. As I say, I have heard Senators on the Senate floor make 
the ridiculous claim that the bureau heads a re not res} onsible, that it 
is the FBI, the claim that congressional committees such as this should 

lot expose these facts, that the FBI should. 

It is correct, is it not, that the FBI can do no more than they did 
n this case ? The Vy gave you al ll the information. They said, “We 
rave 40 informants, 40 different people who will give you information 
hh regard to the Communist activities ot Roths hild.” Then when 
ome of the informants were removed from under cover, when they 


vere ho longer undercover agents of the FBI, they said, “This inform- 


ant can testify under oath.” 

It seems to me the most complete case the FBI could possibly do. 
[ cannot think of anything more they can do. 

You say you asked the FBI for an inves stigation. Aftte1 you gol 
that investigation from the FBI, after they gave you the names of 
witnesses, why did you not call those witnesses ‘ 

Mr. Meptwor. As I recollect, there were 40 informants in these FBI 
reports, and the statements that those 40 informants made were con- 
sidered, and only 3 of them indicated that they would be willing to 
appear. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why were not the three FBI informants who were 
ivailable to testify under oath why were they not called and asked 
to testify ¢ 

Mr. Men LOR. It had not been our custom to call in the informants. 
We relied, of course, on the FBI reports of the statements they had 
made to the FBI. 

The CHarrMaAn. You relied on the reports, you say ? 

Mr. Metxor. On the reports that were submitted to us. 

The CuHairman. If the FBI report shows that Mrs. Rothschild was 
a Communist, that Mr. Rothschild was a Communist, that he was 
stealing papers, stealing secret papers, did you rely upon that ! 

Mr. Metior. We considered that, of course, and in addition we 
interrogated Mr. Rothschild and various supervisors to establish 
whether or not any documents had been missing, if we could. 

The CHatrMan. You said you relied upon the FBI reports. The 
i BI gave you reports so om ailed, they gave you the Communist card 
number of the wife, the ‘y gave you the dates and places of Communist 
meetings attended by a wife, the Communist meetings in the Roths- 
child home. They gave you the name of the witness who would testify, 
“T saw him steal a secret code book.” a code book which would 
enable the enemy to break our code. You say you relied on those 
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reports. You say that the witnesses were available. If you rely upon 
those reports, Why was Rothschild working in the GPO up until 
vesterday at about 10:30, when he was called before the committee? 
~ Mr. Metuor. I don’t reeall that we had as much detailed informa- 
tion as you are now mentioning about secret codes or anything of the 
sort. Ci rtainly this committee has much more information than we 
had when we considered the case. 

Also, I just want to point out that Mr. Rothschild was interrogated 
under oath and denied all of these connections. 

The Cuarrman. You of course know that a member of the Commu- 
nist Party has no respect for the oath. Is that not correct é 

Mr. Metior. That is the way I understand, sir; yes, sir. 

The CratrmMan. So if a man were a Communist as the 40 inform 
ants indicated, the oath would mean nothing to him, would it? 

Mr. Metior. That is my understanding. 

The Cratrman. Can you tell me this: In the Rothschild hearing, 
you had before the loys alty board only witnesses who were suggested 
by Rothschild. Is that the usual practice to file letters of charges 
against a man, and then hear only the witnesses whom he wants you 
to hear? 

Mr. Metror. That has been the practice. However, I would like 
to point out that many of those witnesses who were called by Mr. 
Rothschild were also officials of the Government Printing Office. They 
were as much witnesses for the board as they were for Mr. Rothschild. 

The Crratrrman. The only witnesses you heard were witnesses who 
were suggested or brought there by Edward Rothschild. 

Mr. Metxuor. That is true, as I recall. 

The CuarrmMan. Can you tell me why you did not call Mrs. Roths- 
child? You did have the information about her. You had all of the 
detailed information. Why was she not called before the board and 
put under oath ? 

Mr. Metior. The main reason as far as I recall is that it had not 
been our practice to do any investigating, to call in any others. 

The Cuarrman. It was not your practice to call in others? You 

called in witnesses friendly to the man who was accused. You mean 
it was your practice only to call friendly witnesses? It seems incon- 
ceivable, Mr. Mellor. 

Mr. Metior. We had the witnesses who were asked by the individual 
employees before the board. They would question certain witnesses, 
and we allowed them to bring those witnesses in. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, the board felt that it had no duty 
to call any witness other than those requested by the accused. 

Mr. Mr LLor. That is true, and also—— 

The Cnatmrman. Do you think that you could arrive at a sensible 
conclusion with that type of procedure? 

Mr. Metior. The board felt that it could after reviewing all the 
evidence we had and the statements of all these witnesses. 

The Cratrman. I may say I was a judge for a number of years, and 
if we just called the witnesses in on one side of a ease, I do not think 
the jury could arrive at a fair verdict. What do you think? 

Mr. Menxor. I agree with you on that, sir. I would like to point 
out that these cases were submitted to the Loyalty Review Board for 
post audit, after we made a determination on them. 
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The CuHairman. When you are talking about the Review Board, you 
are talking about the Richardson Board, the Board that told you not 
to consider membership mn the Communist Party a bar to a job in the 
GPO. Do you think with the Board having that attitude, that you 
had to have more than me mbership in the party to bar him, that they 
would be « ‘Oni pete nt to he Ip youc ‘lean house ¢ 

Mr. Metior. It was part of the procedure. We had to submit the 
decision of our board before we could notify the employee of what 
our decision was. 

The Cuairman. One other question. Were you a close friend of 
Edward Rothschild ¢ 

Mr. Meuior. No, although I have known him, he having worked in 

the Government Printing Office for many years. 

The CHatrMan. So you knew him rather well / 

Mr. Metror. No, I didn’t know him well at all. 

The CuairMan. For how many years did you — with him ? 

Mr. Me ior. I never worked with him. I have been in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office since 1922. He came in as an apprentice boy 
some time after that. 

The Cuatrman. Did you ever visit at his home? 

Mr. Metxor. No, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. You never have been out with him socially ? 

Mr. Metuor. No, sir. 

The CHarmman. I may have asked this before, but to get the record 
completely straight, can you tell us why in 1953, with this mass of 
information available, you made the recommendation that the case 
not be submitted to the new board created by President Eisen- 
hower, keeping in mind that board was created because they felt the 
old system was inadequate, because they thought they were not han- 
dling the matter properly? With all this mass of information, posi- 
tive testimony of membership in the Communist Party by the lus- 
band and wife, the stealing of documents, can you tell me why you 
recommended that nothing be done about this case / 

Mr. Metuxor. The reason, as I mentioned before, was that we had no 
further information submitted to us as a board which indicated—-— 

The CHarrman. Man, what further information did you want? 
What further information could you get than that he was stealing 
top secret material, that he was a member of the Communist I arty, 
that his wife was a high functionary! What more did you need? 
What must you have, before you recommend the man be discharged 
or go before the loyalty board ? 

Mr. Metnor. It wasn’t established that he had stolen this. It was 
charged that he had stolen some material. 

The Cuarman. The FBI reported that. They gave you the name 
of the witness who had so testified. You did not call the witness. 
Ifow could you establish it ? 

Mr. Metior. We considered the statements which he made to the 
FBI. 

The CuHatrmMan. You considered them ? 

Mr. Metuor. Yes. 

The Cuatrrman. What more would you need than the report from 
the FBI that this man was a Communist and that they had witnesses 
that he was stealing secret material, and the definition of secret as 
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we read into the record the other day is material which, if available 
0 an enemy or potential enemy, could gravely endanger the security 

{ this Nation. You had a witness who saw him do that. You have 
10 FBI informants who reported to you that he was engaging in 
Communist activities. You say you heard him because you had no 
ulditional information. I would like to know what you needed be- 
ond that. I say I cannot understand that. This is the most fan 
tastie picture I have ever heard of. For the last 3 years I have been 
1] r about the complete Incompete Ice, inefficacy of the lovalty 

about their passing Communists to handle top secret docu 
nent [his is the fi 
m the stand and take a typical example, such as this. 

I think if there is any explanation, we should have it. If there is 
ot, may I say this, Mr. Mellor, that while you apparently are a fine 
rentleman, while we have no indication of any kind to show that you 
ive any Communist sympathies, I would think that when you would 

raman like this, with all this wealth of information against him, 


rst time we ever have been able to get the witness 


] 


Ou Sie ld be promoted to some other ob. Would you not think sof 


Mr. Metuor. 1 1 csi »of the other members of the board ought 
to expre 3 their opinion about the mat er, too 

Phe Cuamman. I get the impression that the secretary—you were 
thn canretess of tha toned’ 

Mr. Metxor. That is true. I had no vote in the meeting. 


The CuarrmMan. I get the impression from the other witnesses that 
luportant cov in the so-called loyalty pro- 


< 


the secretary was a vel 


eram vou had, that he was the man who got the information together, 
that r Wis t] e tha who arranged for the appearance ot witnesses, 
who arranged for the hearing, so actually you were more important 
ha ny of the members of the board, were you not, 1n that loyalty 
etup / 


Mir. Menor. I did all e detail work: ves, sir. 


Phe Crarman. And you concurred in the finding ? 
Mr. Mrenuor. I had no vote. 
Che CHAIRMAN. But vou concurred in the finding ? 


Mr. Mretuor. Yes, I did. 

The CuHatrmMan. Do you think now it was a mistake ? 

Mr. Meuuor. I believe with the additional information we have, 
certainly It Was a mistake, 

Phe Cramman. Tinay say when you talk about additional informa- 
tion, ictually this committee has Ont called the witnesses who were 
available to you. 

Could you tel] us at this time what it would have taken in the Roths- 
child case for you to have recommended his discharge or in 1953 have 
recommended that his case be submitted to the review board? Can you 
tell us what you would have needed, just an example ? 

Mr. Metior. If we had had any indication from any of his super 
visors that they questioned this man’s loyalty or if we, of course, had 
had any admissions from the employee—— 

The Cnarrman. Admissions from the employee? 

Mr. Metiror. Yes—that he had engaged in any of these activities or 
belonged to any of these organizations, certainly that would have been 
sufficient. 

The Cnarrman. You were waiting for him to come along and tell 
you that he was an espionage agent ? 
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Mr. Mextxor. That is one of the things. 

The Cuairman, Is not that ridiculous to the point of being ludi- 
crous to say if he admitted he was a Spy, then we per haps wo uld let 
him ao ¢ Obviously an Aleve Hiss cloes not come In and adm it a 

Mr. Metnor. We have had some former emplo: ees who did admit 
that they belonged to Communist outfits. 

The Cuarrman. Did you get rid of them? 

Mr. Meuuor. Yes, we did. 

The Cuamman. How long had they been working in the GPO? 

Mr. MeELLOR. I don’t recall the exact times, but a number of years. 

The Cnamman. They had available to them, of course, secret ma- 
terial. 

Mr. Metror. No. to the best of my know ledge a y did not have any 
access to secret material. 

The CuatirMaNn. ‘To the best of your know ledge? 

Mr. Metxor. That is right, — 

The Cnairman. When a man came along and said to you, “I am a 
member of the Communist Party, * did you take the trouble to check 
ind see what type e of material he was handln of 

Mr. Mexuor. Ye s, we did. We called those matters to the attention 
of our security officer. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Rothschild at the loyalty hearing testified that 
he had access to secret material. He testified before our committee in 
executive session that he had available to him secret material. He ex- 
plained that by saying that “The man next to me on the assembly line 
would have that secret material, and I could look at it 2 Ll wanted to.” 
He testified before your board that he would ao 10 diffie ulty in 
stealing secret documents. Would you say he wa ellin ng the truth 
or was he perjuring himself ? 

Mr. Mecuor. As I recall, Mr. Rothschild denied to us that he had 
stolen any documents. 

The CHARMAN, Listen to the question. Naturally a spy would 
not come in and say, “I have been stealing and am guilty of espionage.” 
The question is when he told you that he had access to secret docu- 
ments, that he could have stolen them if he wanted to, did you believe 
that or did you think he was perjuring himself? 

Mr. Metxor. That question could better be answered by our security 
officer. However, I am not certain as to whether it was established 
that he did have access to any of the secret material or not. It is my 
understanding that he did not have access to it. 

The CuHarrMan. Your understanding. Then I refer you to the 
record in his case. As I reeall, the only testimony on this point was 
his own testimony—and I will read it to you in just a minute—his 
own testimony in which he says, “I had access and I could have stolen 
if I wanted to.” 

You say it was established that he did not have access. 

None of the witnesses established that. How did you establish it? 
Let me read his testimony to you, if I may. This is before your board, 
at which, according to the record, you were present, page 2 of your 
hearing. 

Answer by Rothschild: 

I was in a position where I could have taken top-secret information. 


Do you think he was perjuring himself at that time? 
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Mr. Mer.or. Iam not ina position to answer that question because 
I don’t work in the vicinity of Mr. Rothschild. 

The Cramman. Let me again quote, from page 30. He says, “It is 
possible’—let me read his entire answer. ‘The first answer is a bit 
garbled. He might have been referring to naval information, but we 
will go on and read the entire page, so that there will be no question 
about it: 

I was in a position where I could have taken top-secret information if I wanted 
to. I could have taken it from the Navy also. It wasn’t any trouble. If I 
wanted to take out charts on any of our defenses, I could have taken them out. 
I en iake them out. I didn’t even care to know what they were except to 
read them in connection with my work, and that is true in the GPO. I don’t have 
any interest in that. I have my job to do, process my work, and when I have 
finished with it my interest ceases to exist. I don't want to carry the knowledge 
With me for fear it might be taken away in some manner 

Question. I got the impression that you did have in your mind at the time of 
the first hearing that some person displeased with you might have made that 
charge 

Answer. It is possible. We handle some work that can be purchased, and I 
have purchased some stuff at the Superintendent of Documents. We also handle 
work that is registered, confidential, and secret. 

He is referring to the GPO now strictly. 

I have handled that work. I haven’t always handled it with someone observing 
me too closely. If I wanted to take a copy, I could. 

Mr. Metxor. Those statements are probably true, although I am 
not in position to know the exact kind of work that Mr. Rothschild 
did handle. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Mellor, the other day when you were before 
the committee, we asked you about this other building where there 
is allegedly greater security. By that I do not know what you 
mean, whether you would bar Communists from that building or 
not, I do not know, or whether you follow the same rule as you did 
in this. We asked you why all of the top secret material was not 
handled in this other so-called State building. At that time you 
were unable to answer that question. I asked you whether or not 
the lower classification work was s aiiditen in this State building, and 
you now have given us information to the effect that—I beg your 
pardon. That is not from you. It is from Mr. Merold. 

Are there any further questions, Mr. Cohn ? 

I think that will be all, Mr. Mellor. We will call Mr. Hipsley. 

Mr. Hipsley, will you take the stand ¢ 

I am sorry, Mr. Ford. We have some questions of Mr. Mellor 
that counsel for Mr. Rothschild asked us to ask, and I will ask you 
to come back, so [ can ask you these questions which Mr. Rothschild’s 
counsel proposes. 

The first question, Mr. Mellor, propounded by Mr. Ford, counsel 
for Mr. and Mrs. Rothschild: 

Mr. Mellor, you have testified that you and the board considered all the reports 
of the FBI regarding an employee. In this connection, is it not a fact that you 
or your board cleared Mr. Rothschild after you read the FBI reports as late as 
July 1953. 

Mr. Metior. We made a table determination; yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Does that answer your question, Mr. Ford? 


Question No. 2 propounded by Mr. Ford: 
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Did you or your board learn at any time either from FBI reports or from any 
source of any evidence that Mr. Rothschild either engaged in espionage against 
the United States at any time or stole any code or records from the GPO up to 
and including July 1953? 

Mr. Me.ior. To my knowledge, we don’t have any records at the 
Office showing that he had stolen any documents. 

The CuamrMan. I will interpose a question there myself. You had 
the FBI report giving the name of the witness who worked next to 
him and who claimed to have seen him repeatedly steal classified 
documents. 

Mr. Metior. That is true. We had the statement of the witness you 
mentioned. \ 

The CHarrMan. Next question: 


} 


Who were the 3 informants out of 41 you referred to in your testimony? 


Before you answer that, just 1 minute. 

(The chairman and Mr. Cohn conferred.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Ford, may I suggest that these three, being 
FBI informants, I doubt whether the names should be given in public 
session. However, we will do this. We will check with the Bureau 
and see if there is any reason why you should not have those names, 
and we will make every effort to get them for you. 

The next question: 

What is the name of the person or persons who stated that Rothschild stole 
a secret code? 

You may answer that one. 

Mr. Metxor. I] am not too sure. It seems to me it is Mrs. Markward, 
or some similar name. 

The Cratrman. I may say, Mr. Ford, we can give you the name 
of one of the witnesses, and I think this being such an important 
matter to your client, while we normally do not give executive testi- 
mony to counsel for one accused, the charge here is of such tremen- 
dously serious nature I believe we can ignore that rule and make that 
testimony available. We will make the testimony of this witness 
available to you, Mr. Ford. 

I may say that the young lady who has been taking our executive 
session testimony has been working m: iny hours a day and it may be 
some time before she gets that typed up. She has a vast amount of 
material to type up. 

Question: Can you name the document or code which has been referred to 
either by name, number, or any other identifying mark, without in any way 
jeopardizing our national security? 

Mr. Mettor. I do not know what document it is, but it probably 
will show up in the testimony which I understand you will make avail- 
able to Mr. Ford. 

The Cuairman, I think we can supply you with that information, 
Mr. Ford. 

Does that cover your questions, Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Forp., Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. That is all, Mr. Mellor. 

For the record, what is your name? 
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TESTIMONY OF S. PRESTON HIPSLEY, DIRECTOR OF PERSONNEL, 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 
Hirstey. S$. P. Hipsley. 


» CHAIRMAN. You were act Y chalirinan of the board during the 
tothschild hearing, is that correct ? 

Hirstey. Yes, sir. During the first day’s session I was cha 
ro tem. 

Cramman. There were 2 days st ns, were there ? 


Hipestey. There wei , aays 


y . 1 1] 
CHarMan. The second s mn Mr. Cristofane was the chan 
Hirstry. That is correct, sir. 
( HAIRMAN Yi ll 1ob ] What a ot today ! nection wit 


ie dual responsibilities of beine the personnel and curity 
as well under the new security program. 
CHAIRMAN. What clo Me. Cristotar hive to do with 
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ne autl ority, I would fire him SO quick 10 Wol t mak ad m. 





» (CHAIRMAN, You told us the other day that vou and the board 
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felt that you were operati g { ins Ol I 
man merely for membership in the Communist Party. Is that a 
correct restatement of your testimony 4 

Mr. Hirstey. It may be entirely correct, sir. What I am trying 
to say now and what I meant to say then was that each member of 
the board had to determine in his own mind if the individual was 
guilty as charged. We had to work on material furnished us by the 
Kederal Bureau of feorbakiadal on, which was the testimony of house- 
wives, of neg hbors, of relatives. Stating ft it tf 3s charge is made. 
None of it through court had ever been detern ed to be fact. We 
had in our poor, unguided and lay way to determine whether the 
person was guilty as charged. We were not iooled. We had mem 
bers of the bar on the board, but we were not experts in this matter. 

The CuarrmMan. I would agree with you wholeheartedly in that. 


I 


Mr. Hipster. I accept the commendation, sir. We are like the 


lower court that makes the wi gy decision and 1s overrul od bv the 


A 
The Cuarrman. Let me ask you this: The other day, as I recall, 
you said your board operated under the general rule—lI think that 


IS ah exact quote the general rule that mere membership in the Com- 
munist Party was not suflicient to bar a worker under your loyalty 
program. Is that the general le under w they operate ¢ 

Mr. Hirstry. That 1s true | went further, sir, if 1 may tak 
another mome! t. and you t t Seth Richardson gave us the ph 
losophy behind that. He “ave | rie o-W ded story about the fact 
that some time ago he wanted to become a memb ot the LOOF,. and 
he had ho know ledge ot the ( er and bvlaws ind he wanted to bye 
a member ot the LOOF not | se of it ( ur't i dd byla but 
because it has a nice libi il Wit 0k rhe oO re |. Hi Said 
it was the purpose ot the me ( h p, WH) onged Vi 
Important, That was his explanat on. He. oulde., 

lhe CHAIRMAN. Is it correct t ill during the time that vou wert 
connected with the board, you heard 1 Oea f allen | 
Communist activities on the t of your . that vou found 
© of them to | ther dis] ( i l 1 
discharge, and in bot] ou ¢ irge oO 
alty erounds, vou wert \ l by ( the ( () 
and the individual! \ e al 

Mr. Hipstry. Int Lomax e, that is 1 

The CHainmMan. Wa true in two « 

Mr. Hipsiry. At t | 

The CHAIRMAN. ]) u kne ’ 
round ra { | ! a ¢ { 
or she was thel ugved 4 

\ PilPs] | | 1X ( 

! CHA vy. a rey { I I 
vour board found Lomax to be « ty 1 

Mr. Hirstry. Yes, sit 

The CrHairnMan. Y vel 

Mr. Hiestry. Yes, 

The CHatrmMan. And ve rtly 1 Le x 
stealing classified mat 
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Mr. Hipstry. And another individual. 

The Cuamman. Jim Phillips reported it to another individual. 

Mr. Hipsitey. That is correct. 

The CHarman. Told the other individual to watch her, and he 
went to your security officer. 

Mr. Hipstey. They watched her together. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let us vet the sequence, Lomax was ordered dis- 
charged by your board on loyalty grounds. Your security officer was 
who—Mr. Cole? 

Mr. Hrirstry. He is the security officer; was, and is. 

The Cuatrman. Was he the security oflicer who reversed your 
board ? 

Mr. Hirsiey. I wil! not put the burden entirely on Mr. Cole. The 
case was reviewed by the security officer and the Public Printer. 

The Cuarrman. The Public Printer is no longer with you. 

Mr. Hirsnry. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Cole is. 

Mr. Hirsiry. He i 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Cole and the Public Printer reviewed the case 
and reversed your board. 

Mr. Hirstry. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarman. Thereafter Lomax was caught stealing secret docu- 
ments, and she was then fired after being caught redh: inded, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Hipestey. That is 1 

The CHamman. Mr. Hipsley, you discussed with us the other day 
some higher security revulations in the so-called State building. 

Mr. Hrestey. No, sir; I don’t think I did. I think Mr. Merold 
did. 

The CHarrman. It may have been Mr. Merold. / You feel that the 
security regulations are tighter ove r in the so-called State build ling? 
The reason I ask that is because originally when we commenced this 
case the Atomic Energy Commission spokesman said that no AEC 
material was printed in the General Printing Office ; that it was printed 
in the special State building. Later two naval officers appeared and 
testified that while technically that might have been correct, perhaps 
AEC did not transmit material directly to you; they testified that 
atomic energ) work of a secret nature was trans smitted to your Office 
by the Navy I am curious to know what, if any, difference there is 
in the secu rity regulations between this speci: al State buil ling and 
the general building. 

Mr. Hirestey. Senator, I am not a qualified witness on that. I can 
give you my opinion. I am not the security officer in that sense. 

The Cuamman. Perhaps we should have Mr. Cole here on that. 
You are the security officer now, are you not? 

Mr. Huirstry. I am the personnel security officer. We still have the 
physical security program in the Government Printing Office. 

The Cuarmman. By physical security you mean the rules and regu- 
lations barring the removal of material from the Office? 

Mr. Hiestey. No,sir. We have an organization known as the secu- 
rity organization responsible for watching all work that goes on 
through the plant. They are responsible for the physical nature of 
work as it goes from place to place. 


ight. 
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The CuHairman. Let us talk about the personnel security. You are 
the s CUrIty oflicer hav ing to do with the personnel ¢ 

Mr. Hipstry. Yes. 

The Cuarmman. If it is claimed that one is a member of the Com 
munist Party, if it is claimed that he is a Communist spy—— 

Mr. Hipstey. That is my job: yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. That is your job? 

Mr. Hipster. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. You have jurisdiction over the personnel in this 
SO ealled state bt ild ne: ] th it correct ¢ 

Mr. Hy SLEY. No. sr sy » clo not have. 

The Cuatrman. WI] 

Mr. Hirst i ¥ We have a contractual arrangement whereby the secu 
rity classification of employees of ours who are working in the State 
Dep: riment must be passed upon by CLA, the Atomic Ener FV, al ! 
one other source that I di n't recall. We are not the respon ible 


pers LIS. 


/ 
10 GOeS ¢ 


The CrrarmmM an. If a man was accused of being a Communist and he 


was work ww over in the otate bu Iding, he comes before your board. 


does he not 4 


Mr. Hirstery. No, sir. 

‘I he Cu AIRMAN. To refresh vour recollection ind ] wish you would 
not use this name—I will give you the name of an individual who 
appeared before your board—— 

Mr. Hipstry. A long time a 
inadvertent ly slipped on that. 

The Cyairman. How lone ago? 

Mr. Hiestry. If it is the case I mean, it was the case of a mar 
emploved in the State Department when we first took over. 
The CHarman. Would you say July 3, 1953, was a long time ago? 
Mr. Hips.ey. No: I certainly wou d hot. 

The Cuairman. Then his case was passed upon by your board Ju 
1953 949, 
I will give you his name. As I say, I am not prepared at this time 


go. I think you are correct, sir. I 


9 


( 
oO. e 


It originally came before your board on October 20, 1 


to have that name made } ublie because 1t would meal Dortively call 
ing the witness in this case i we are not prepared to do it at this 


particular time. I hope you can read my writing. 

Mr. Hrestey. It can’t be any worse than mine. 

( Pap r handed to witness. ) 

Mr. Hirestry. Yes, I recall the name. 

The Cuarrman. Will you destroy that paper. 

This man works over in this so-called State building, right? 

Mr. Hirstey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. That is the building in which we have been told 
there are higher personnel security regulations. Let me ask you this 
question. He is working there as of today ¢ 

Mr. Hiestey. I think he is, sir. 

The CuairMan. In this case, letters of charges were served on this 
man in 1949, is that correct ? 

Mr. Hirstey. I don’t know. I will take that as a fact; you have 
the information. 

The CrarrMan. He was charged, among other things, with associ- 
ating closely with known Communists, right ¢ 


Mr. Hipstery. Yes. 
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The CrarmMan. Would you consider that dangerous to your se 
ty if that charge were true ¢ 
Mr. Hirestry. No, not without investigation I would not, sir. 
he Cuairman. In other words, you would not consider close as- 
sociation with a known Communist to endanger your security ? 


Mr. Hirsiry. Senator, these answers cannot be given yes or no, 


und I think you know they can’t. 

Che Cramman. I think they can. I think that a man who as 
ociates closely with known Communists, handling top secret material, 
It nk that constitutes a orave danger. 


Nn 

Mr. Hipstey. Iam not at all certain. 

Che Cuamman. I just wonder how your ioyalty board operates. 
Mr. Hirstey. I am not at all certain that a man over in the State 
Department was doing t yp secret work. I don’t know what he was 
loing over there. I have no responsibility for the line of work 


he is doing over there. 
Phe CriarMan. You pa ed on his case, did you not ¢ 
Mr. Hipstey. We passed on his case with the assumption he was 
ng work where he did not have the ab lity to work on atomic 
ergy work or other top classification material. 
The CHatrMan. You 1} he did not have access to top secret work? 
Mr. Hirstey. We were under the Impression because of the close 
ecurit) pl in that they have over in the State Department building. 
The Cuarrman. You were under that impression ¢ 
Mr. Hirsitry. Yes, sir. 
Phe CuarrMan,. You talk about close security plan. You were the 
il word in that security plan, were you not 


Mr. Hiestey. I have nothing to do with the security program of 


if Department. 

The Cramman. I am talking about the State building, this print 
») Your bom pa ed o1 this man, clid t ey not ¢ 

\Iy 1] PSLEY Ye » did. | 

Phe Cramman,. When you talk about the se urity program, you 


were you not 4 


Nii [lipsnry. The b iva passed on this man’ competence to work 


e State Departm« that is tru 
e CF RM } l reed him with liv r witl . known Com 
Mr. Hirstry. We’ 
Phe CrarmmMan. ; Your board filed letters of charges. You 
ri t! W | nga W th a known Communist. 
Mr. Hipstry. We charged him with the information we were fu 
Phe CHARMAN. Y l il] that t { hare V that he was ¢ ( 
\ ting with { at times living with a known Comm { 
\\ a { I el ro 
Mr. Ilrestey. I doubt it was, su 1 have not refreshed 
vy) on tl eA 
| \IRMAN. VA inv board besi vour board which 
] ) j 4 
Mi. J 1 No » was not. 
| I MAN. So your board was the board which says eithe1 
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Mr. Hipstry. I don’t quite think that is the case, Senator. Let 
me give you what Ithink. That is the best I can do, sir. 

At the State Department we are not the responsible persons for 
clearance for confidential work. That isa fact. ‘There is a contract— 
I think we might have a copy of it here. 

The Cuairman. You mean there are some people in that building 
who are not cleared to handle secret work ¢ 

Mr. Hrestry. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. Hirstey. Yes, sir, reasonably. 

The Cuarrman Let me refresh your recollection in this case, the 


case of the Man whose hame | gave you—Is it correct that atter you 
had charged him with closely associating with and living with a 


Communist, then he gave you a statement saving that was not true, 
and that was all you did? You called no witnesses? You merely 
took his statement, despite the FBI report showing the association 
with a Communist, liv Ing with a Communist ? 
Mr. Hipstry. If that is what your record shows, that is what we 
] 


The Cnamman. Your record, sir. 

Mr. Hirstey. That is what I mean, the record in your hands. 

The CuairMan. Can you justify that? Let us put it this way: If 
I am working over in the GPO and I am living with a Communist, 
associating with him, handling top secret work, and if you charge 


-_ 


me with being a Communist or living with a Communist, I write you 
a letter and say, “No, Mr. Hipsley, they are lying about me. It is not 
true.” That is what you h ive here. Tl en vou ¢ lose the case and Say, 
“We certainly could not disbelieve that nice mat ca ; 

Can you conceive of that being even a remotely 1 telligent security 
setup ¢ : 

Mr. Hipstey. Senator, I will not plead guilty to being entirely 
stupid. However, I would like to answer your question fully, if you 
don’t mind. 

The CHarmMan. Certainly. 

Mr. Hrestry. It is not quite a simple as you are making it. Over 
simplification puts anyone on i difficult spot. 

Lf I were Ope rating my own plant al cd | ha i such charges. such 


rumors, if you please, as the ones that you have referred to, I would 


tire the man, but we happen to be working for the United States 
Government, which iS afte ‘ted by pressure groups, wh ch IS alie¢ ed 
by publicity, which is supposed to uphold the Constitution of the 
United St ites, which is s lppose l to vlve an dividual an Oppor- 
tunity to protect himself. 

This board did its very level best to cet ine if in its opinion 
the ¢ harges were true. We rely on with t We did not vO out to 
seek witnesses. We had several jobs to do besides this one. We were 
a board, a small part of our t me. We { cl ¢ selves, not as one 
individual, but as a group, that this man was not in a position where 
he could do anv damage. We were not established to punish—— 

The Cuarrman. Let me remind you just for your own protection, 


let me remind you you are under oath. 
Mr. Hipstry. Iai .Su 
The Cuamrman. And your decision was not based upon the fact, 
and you can check the record, you like, not based on the fact 


f 
J 
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that he did not have access to secret material. That is all a matter 


Mr. Hirstey. If he was under the State Department, we did not 
have the final responsibility under the contract, as I remember it, sir. 


Tha port I am trving to make is that it is not our function to 
punish, and we dado not have a lecal right to determine when a man 
IS ¢ ty of communism. It is our responsibility iets to protect the 
\ kK Of the Government peg te se a man when we think he is 
attempting to take work out of » Government. ‘That is our prin- 
Cl} 11 tion 


The Cuairman, That is the function we are talking about. That is 
Lie ve are talking about. 
Mi Hu SLEY Ai a ] can goa pon t furthe r. and I ky ow I am boring 


rto talk from the heart as well as from the head. 


‘The new plan we are operating under is easier for us to work under, 
and even that has one defect which has come to mv attention. We 
| eC herited from the other Executive order, 9835, 20 cases which 


we had to pass upon before we were even authorized to act as a new 
croup, pass upon them hastily. We did not make our action complete. 
e reviewed them. and we have said as of now 19 of you can 
remain, but we aren't through with them. 
The CHamMan. I want to get back to this case. 
Mr. Hiestey. I thought we were on the case, sir. 
The CHairman. We are talking about this case in which you charged 
a man who was over in this building where they are supposed to have 
the topmost security, charged him with living with a Communist, 


closely associating with him. My question is, Why did you not call 
any witnesses on him? Why did you not at least bring him in and put 
him eroath? <All you have here is a statement by the man saying, 
“It ain’t true.” Do you think you did yor duty in that case? 

Mr. Hipestey. We certainly tried to, sir. 

The CHatmrMay Do you think that some pr ‘ssure group or some 
pul y prevented your calling a hearing in this case? You men- 
1 i pore ervdeheuk ier antaedl- soar alive ink 

Mr. Hirstey. Would you like to have an explanation of that? J] 
would | tos ve you a case in point. 

The Cuarrman. I would like to have this case. Here is the case 


of a man working today over in the State building where atomic 
energy matel inl woes, VW here secret mate rial woes from every av ney 
of the Government. I just wonder why you rely on his statement 
alone, after you had these FBI reports. Why did you not put him 
under oath ? 

Mr. Hirstey. Perhaps it was overconfidence. Perhaps we were 
relying on the security provisions of the State Department which are 
supposed to be the best. 

The CHarmMman. You think they are even better than yours, do you? 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Hipsley, this is another case I want to ask you 
about. 

Mr. Chairman, this refers to an individual now working at the 
Government Printing Office who has not been named or referred to 
in any way so far in these hearings, but who on your instructions we 
have subpen: ied for executive session later today. 

Here is a case of another individual, and 
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The Cuarrman. May I interrupt? I wonder if we should bring 
that name up until we have heard him in executive se ssion ¢ 

Mr. Conn. I was not going to bring up the name, Mr. Chairman. 
Il was just voIng to give Mr. Hipsley the hame on a piece of paper 
so he will know about whom we are talking. 

Here is an individual, another one, still working up there, and the 
FBI furnished you with definite information, and this comes from 
your own records. 

The Cuamman. Wait until he gets the name. 

(Name placed before the witness. ) 

Mr. Coun. R oht ¢ 

Mr. Hirstey. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. The FBI furnished you with definite information in 
1950 that this man was a member of the 14th W: 7 Club of the Com- 
munist Party in Baltimore, Mc l., that he was a subscriber to the Daily 
Worker and ee details of Communist Party meetings he had 
attended by virtue of his Communist Party membership and so on. 
When the charges were made, the man gave a reply that is a rather 
involved one, the ups shot of which is he admits that he did attend a 
number of Communist Party meetings, that he did solicit the help 
of the Communist Party, that he subscribed to the Daily Worker. He 
gave as an excuse for that that he wanted to look at it to study its 

typographical style. 

In the face of that record, your board did not even call him as a 
witness and place him under oath, and did not call any of the witnesses 
available against him. In fact, the record was so serious that your 
file indicates even the loyalty review board rebelled at that and sent a 
communication to you people asking how it was conceivable in view 
of the information furnished by the FBI and this man’s admissions 
of Communist activity that you had not even thought it necessary to 
have a hearing in his case. 

I just wondered what the possible explanation of that can be, when 
this man is still working up there? Would you like to see his file? 

Mr. Hipster. No, sir, I would not. 

Mr. Conn. All right. 

Mr. Hipster. For the questions you ask I doubt very much the file 
would help. It is a matter of judgment. Our judgment is either bad 
or good in your opinion, but we did the best we could with what you 
had to work with. 

The Cuamman. Do you think it is good judgment to keep a man 
on without even a hearing after the FBI gives you the information 
that he is a Communist, after they give you the particular club to 
which he belongs, and the meetings which he attends? Do you think 
it is good judgment to keep him on? 

Mr. Hivstry. Senator, you ma.’ misunderstand my answer to your 
question, but the thing i is not as simple as you make it. The FBI does 
not say, “This man is”; the FBI in its report says, “T-1, a worthy 
individual whose verac ity is unquestioned, says so- -and-so.” It is not 
a matter of fact. It is merely information furnishe d to us all the way 
through. There are other cases where they do say this person might 
come and testify, but they are rare. 

The Cuamman. Were you satisfied that this report was untrue; that 
he was not a Communist? 
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Mr. Hirstry. Iam not satisfied that the report is untrue in any case. 
I think the man denied that he ever was a Communist. I would 
assume he did because in every instance they do. 

The Cuarman. That is true; in every instance they do. You are 
satisfied he was not a Communist ¢ 

Mr. Hiestey. We were not sure that he was a Communist. Let us 
put it that way. 

The Cuamman. Before you find against him you must be sure that 
he is a Communist ? 

Mr. Hipstrey. We must. be sure of several things, Mr. Chairman. 
We must be sure that the individual is in a position where he can 
jeopardize the security of the Nation. 

The CuarrmMan. Does not the Eisenhower order provide that if 
there is a reasonable doubt about his loyalty, that doubt is given 
the American people and he is allowed to get a different job? 

Mr. Hirstey. That was the second phase of the loyalty program, 
That was the last standard, not the first. 

We are operating under that standard. 

The Cuarrman. That phase was before July 6 of this year? 

Mr. Hirstey. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Your last finding in this case was on July 6 of 
this year? 

Mr. Hipstry. It was under that. It is true, it was. 

The Cuarrman. You say you did not let him go because you were 
not sure he was a Communist. 

Mr. Htrsitey. No. I said we didn’t do anything with him because 
we had faith in our security, or I meant to say that, whether I did 
or not. 

The Cnarrman. You mean you have faith in yourself. You are 
the security officer. 

Mr. Hirstey. I meant I had faith in our physical security program, 
sir. 

The Crarrman. In other words, you are not concerned so much 
about a Communist working in the plant because you think that 
those who are watching the material will be careful enough so they 
could not steal it ? 

Mr. Hrestry. We are quite concerned about a Communist, a regu 
larly determined Communist; yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Let us get down to this case. In what way did 
you try to determine he was a Communist? You did not put him 
under oath. He wrote you a letter. 

Mr. Hriestry. Senator, these cases are not always handled at the 
moment. We watch these people. We have them under constant sur- 
veillance. All these 20 people are labeled people. We know what 
they are doing. Maybe they will overstep. After all, we are there to 
run a print shop, not to detect criminals. 

The CHarrMan. You are there to run a print shop, printing material 
of top secret nature. If that material falls into the hands of the 
enemy, according to the witnesses who have testified, it means Ameri- 
cans die and we can lose a war. You are there and your job is to see 
that Communists do not get that material. Now, I ask you how about 
this case where the FBI says he is a Communist. They give you the 
elub to which he belongs. You do not call him before you. You do 
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not put him under oath. Do you think that is doing your duty? Do 
you think you are protecting the American —— ¢ 

Mr. Hirstey. We did our “duty as We saw It, 

The CHarrMan. Your duty as you saw it was to kee phimon. He 
is working there as of today; is that right ? 

Mr. Hirstey. That is correct, sir. 

The CHatrman. Do you think your decision was correct in the 
Rothschild case # 

Mr. Hiestey. With the information we had at that time, I think our 
decision was correct, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now do you think you made a mistake in the 
tothschild case? Do you think he should have been kept on until 
yesterday at 10: 30? 

Mr. Hipster. No—well, I think we had to keep him on until the 
time we had the information that you disclosed. 

The CHarrMAn. What information did we disclose that was not 
furnished to you by the FBI? 

Mr. Hiestey. You furnished us information in a very dramatic 
fashion. You called a man in and asked him if he had ever stolen 
property and he refused to answer. 

The CHatrrMAn. You could have asked him the same. 

Mr. Hiestey. We asked him all that we thought of at any rate. 

The CHarrman. My question is, What did we develop that you did 
not have, except that we called the witnesses that you failed to call? 

Mr. Hirstry. No. You developed a spirit which we do not face. 
You developed a spirit on this man of refusal to cooperate. We did 
not face that, sir. 

The Cuairrman. Mr. Ford has some questions. 

Question No. 1 propounded by Mr. Ford, attorney for Mr. and Mrs. 
Rothschild: 

Did you at any time in any of your capacities receive information, either orally 
or in writing, that Mr. Rothschild either stole any documents or engaged in 
espionage activities? 

Mr. Hiestey. As I recall it, the board had no such information, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The other day in executive session, you told us that 
you did have the information tr: ansmitted to you by the FBI, that the 
coworker of Mr. Rothschild saw him steal the documents. 

Mr. Hipster. We had the FBI information; yes. I must have mis- 
understood the question. 

The CHArrMAN. You had the name and address of the witness. 

Mr. Hipstry. We had all the FBI furnished us. I don’t recall the 
details, but we had everything the FBI furnished us. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Ford asked the question, and he is entitled to 
an answer to that. He asked whether or not you had any information 
either orally or in writing that Rothschilk 1 stole any documents or 
engaged in espionage activities. I understood your answer to be “No,” 
that you did not have such information. To refresh your recollection, 
I call your attention to the fact that the other day in executive session 
you told us you had the name of the coworker and the address of the 
coworker who reported to the FBI, who reported to you that she had 
seen him steal secret. documents. 

Mr. Hirstry. You are correct. That was an employee. I recall 
him. 
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Phe Crramman. The next question propounded by Mr. Ford: 


If so, will you name the person or persons, the time, the place, and the full 
information which you received covering these two items relative to Mr, 
Ko hild? 


Mr. Hipster. It is all a matter of FBI confidential record. 

The Crarrman. | may say again, Mr. Ford, that we have had one 
of the witnesses in executive session, and the testimony of that witness 
will be made available to you. We anti ipate calling that witness in 
public session very shortly. 

Does that answer your questions? 

Mr. Forp. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. I thank you, sir. 

Mr. Hirstry. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, 

The Cuatrman. It is now 12:20. We have an executive session at 
2 o'clock. Just a minute. One further question, Mr. Hipsley. Would 
you come back to the stand a minute, please. 

After that sigh you heaved when you left, I did not want to call you 
back. 

Mr. Hrestey. It is rough. 

The Cuairnman. Is Mr. Kornfield still working ? 

Mr. Hirstey. Yes, he is. 

The CHarrMan. on he is a proofreader ? 

Mr. Hirsiry. Yes, si 

The Cuairman. Ifa sissies were a member of the Communist 
Party, that would constitute a rather grave danger; would it not? 

Mr. Hirstry. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman, Is it correct that a Government intelligence agency 
or agencies furnished you with information to the effect that Kor nfield 
is a member of the Communist Party and gave you his Communist 
card number, together with the date he joined the party ? 

Mr. Hirstey. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Did the report indicate that he was a Communist 
as of the date of the hearing? 

Mr. Hirsiey. I do not recall. I have no doubt but that it did. 

The CuarrMan. He was cleared and is still working ? 

Mr. Hipstry. Yes, sir. He was not cleared. He was allowed to 
work. We have cleared none of them. 

The Cuatrman. You just allowed them to work. 

Mr. Hirstry. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. I see. That is all. 

We will adjourn the public hearing until tomorrow morning at 
10:30. We have an executive session at 2 o’clock. 

May I say while we are here, I would like to compliment the mem- 
bers of the staff for doing an outstanding job, I think, in this case, and 
other cases under consideration. Mr. Carr here has recently taken 
over this job, and I think you are doing an outstanding job. Frank, 
Roy, may I say likewise. Iam not excluding any of the investigators. 

(At 12:20 p. m., a recess was taken until Thursday, August 20, 
1953, at 10: 30 a. m.) 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 20, 1953 


Untrep States SENATE, 
PERMANEN'’? SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D. @. 

The subcommittee met (pursuant to S. Res. 40, agreed to January 30, 
1953) at 10: 30a. m., in room 318 of the Senate Office Building, Senator 
Joseph R. McCarthy, chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin. 

Present also: Francis P. Carr, executive director; Roy M. Cohn, 
chief counsel; Ruth Young Watt, chief clerk; Herbert S. Hawkins, 
investigator; and Robert Jones, administrative assistant to Senator 
Potter. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. 

First let me say that I have had some news which I am sure the 
working members of the press will welcome. We are not having a 
session tomorrow or Saturday in Washington. We will adjourn the 
public hearings this afternoon until next Wednesday. There will be 
an executive session tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock in Los Angeles. 

Some of the members of the press asked me for a copy of the talk 
that I am making tonight in Cleveland at the national convention of 
the Marine Corps League. I told you I did not have a copy of the 
speech. I correct that now. It is being typed, and if any of you want 
it, you can have it in an hour or so. 

I have a statement from Senator Potter which I would like to read 
into the record. Senator Potter, as you know, is out in New Mexico, 
busy on another committee. He is a member of this committee. Mr, 
Jones, Mr. Potter’s administrative assistant, has been sitting with us 
during the hearings. I quote Senator Potter: 

The startling disclosure of lax and inept security measures within the Govern- 
ment Printing Office is cause for grave concern. 

This Government establishment is a virtual bank of secret and classified in- 
formation, and yet the security precautions taken to safeguard this bank are 
admittedly insufficient and inefficient. 

Ve were told last night that the Soviet Union had exploded a hydrogen bomb. 
While we may agree that the Soviet would have perfected thermonuclear fission 
in due course, we may rightfully ask how much the Soviet espionage system 
operating in this country hastened its development. 

We may also ask if the laxity in GPO security is typical of the security pro- 
cedures ip other Government agencies. We are told that Communists are still 
employed at the Government Printing Office. This is an inconceivable situation. 
We are further told that an employee has seen secret documents removed from 
the Printing Office on several occasions. 

It has been admitted by a high GPO official that a team of Communists skilled 
in the use of a miniature camera and familiar with the physical features of the 
plant could operate to remove any information they desired. 
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If such tactics were employed—and on the basis of the information which 
has been unearthed by this committee and the FBI—such might have been the 
case, then the importance and effect of such information if placed in enemy 
hands would make the Alger Hiss case look like petty larceny in comparison. 

That is the statement of Senator Potter. If any of the members of 
the press would care for this, it is here. 

Mr. Counsel, who is your first witness, Mr. Zucker ? 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Jack Zucker. 


TESTIMONY OF JACK ZUCKER, PHILADELPHIA, PA., ACCOMPANIED 
BY HAROLD BUCHMAN, ATTORNEY AT LAW, BALTIMORE, MD. 


The Cuatrman. Mr. Zucker, you are reminded that you are still 
under oath. You may sit down. 

Will counsel identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Bucuman. Harold Buchman, 205 Tower Building, Baltimore, 
Md. 

The CHarrman. The first name is Harold ? 

Mr. Bucuman. H-a-r-o-l-d. 

The Cuarrman. Harold Buchman. 

Mr. Zucker, your presence was requested by Attorney Frosh in this 
case. May I say in fairness to Mr. Frosh, I do not think he requested 
you come because he thought you would make a good defense witness, 
but I believe only because your name appeared in the proceedings, is 
that right, Mr. Frosh ? 

Mr. Frosn. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Mr.—is that Zucker? 

Mr. Zucker. Z-u-c-k-e-r. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Zucker, will you tell us how well you knew 
Edward Rothschild ? 

Mr. Zucker. My answer to your question is that I invoke the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment and refuse to answer that question. 

"The Cuaman. At one time were you chairman of a Communist 
trial board—I use that term loosely—chairman of a Communist board 
or trial board which accused Mr. Rothschild of deviating from some 
of the precepts of the Communist Party? Did you sit in trial and 
hear the evidence and clear Mr. Rothschild of that charge of devi- 
ating from or being disloyal to some of the tenets of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Zucker. My reply is the same. I invoke the privilege of the 
fifth amendment and refuse to answer that question. 

The Cuarrman. Do you feel that a truthful answer to that ques- 
tion would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Zucker. Senator, this question is a loaded question. As a 
former judge, you know that the Supreme Court—— 

The CuatrmMan. Will you kindly speak into the microphone? 

Mr. Zucker. As a former judge, you unquestionably know that the 
Supreme Court has ruled that the fifth amendment is a protection to 
the innocent against unfounded tyrannical persecution. The Supreme 
Court therefore said that the fifth amendment is a protection of the 
innocent as well as the guilty in this atmosphere of political persecu- 
tion and regressive legislation that you have helped to create, and in 
this sense I do not wish to testify against myself. 
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The Cuatrman. Who prepared the statement for you? Who pre- 
pared the statement you just read ¢ 

(Witness confer red with his counsel.) 

The Cuairman. Who prepared the statement you just read? 

Mr. Zucker. I prepared that statement, Senator. 

The CuHamrMan. Were you aided by other members of the Commu- 
nist Party ? 

Mr. Zucker. I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment and 
recuse to answer. 

The CHarrman. You refuse to answer whether the Communist 
Party helped you prepare the statement which you just read? 

Mr. Zucker. I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment and 
refuse to answer. 

The Cuatrman. Do you feel that if you told us the truth, the truth- 
ful answer might tend to incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Zucker. My reply is the same answer that I ; 
Senator. 

The Cuarrman. Then you will be ordered to answer the question as 
to whether the Communist Party helped you prepare that statement. 
May I explain to you that the fifth amendment cannot be lightly in- 
voked. It can only be invoked when a witness feels that a truthful 
answer might tend to incriminate him. It cannot be invoked if the 
witness feels that perjury might incriminate him. So before we can 
grant you the privilege of invoking the fifth amendment, we must 
know whether or not you feel that a truthful answer would tend to 
incriminate you. You have refused to tell us whether you think 
truthful answer would tend to incriminate you. You are therefore 
ordered to answer the question. Did the Communist Party help you 
prepare the statement which you just read ? 

Mr. Zucker. My answer, Sen: itor, is that I invoke the privilege of 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The record will show that the witness was ordered 
to answer and refused to. 

Mr. Zucker, are you a member of the Communist Party as of this 
moment ? 

Mr. Zucker. The same answer, the same privilege. 

The Cuamrman. The same answer, the same privilege. 
what the answer is and what the privilege is. 

Mr. Zucker. The answer is, Senator, that I invoke the privilege of 
the fifth amendment and I refuse to answer. 

The CHarrMan. Question: Do you feel that a truthful answer to 


the question of whether or not you are today a member of the Com- 
munist Party might tend to incriminate you? 


(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Zucker. Senator, under the fifth amendment I refuse to give 
any testimony against myself. ; 

The Cuatrman. You are ordered to answer that question. If you 
refuse, you will be ordered to answer the question whether or not you 
are a Communist today. 


Mr. Zucker. What was the question again? I am not sure. 
The Cuatrman. The question is, Do you feel that a truthful answer 


to the question of whether or not you are a Communist today would 
tend to incriminate you? 


gave you before, 


Let us hear 
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So that in a future legal proceeding you cannot claim ignorance of 
the fact, cannot claim that you were not ful ly advised, I again, at the 
risk of becoming boresome by repetition, I again tell you that we will 
accord vou the fifth amendment privilege, but only if you feel that 
a truthful answer would tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. Zucker. Under the present circumstances, Senator, I invoke 
the privilege of the fifth amendment, because I do not wish to testify 
against myself. 

The Cuamman. That is insufficient. It is not what your wishes are. 

Mr. Zucker. And under the circumstances the answer to your ques- 
tion is “Yes.” 

The Cuarrman. Jn other words, yes, a truthful answer might tend 
to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Zockxer. Under the circumstances; yes. 

The Cuatrman. Then you are entitled to the privilege. 

Is it your thought that the Communist Party advocates or teaches 
the overthrow of this Government by force and violence if a Commu- 
nist system cannot be imposed upon this Nation otherwise? 

Mr. Zucker. Senator, my feeling is that the myth of a Communist 
conspiracy has been created by unscrupulous and corrupt politicians 
for the purpose of hiding the fact that at the head of American big 
business a great robbery has taken p lace in this « ‘ountry. 

The Cuamman. Will you answer the question ? 

Mr. Zucker. I am trying to answer the question, if you will permit 
me, Senator. 

The Cuairman. We will hear no speeches of any Communist in 
this room. You will not use the committee as a transmission belt for 
your speeches. You will answer the question. 

Mr. Zucker. I am trying to answer the question. 

The CrarrMan. The question is a very simple question. Do you 
feel, is it your opinion, that the Communists advocate the overthrow 
of this Government by force and violence if that cannot be accom- 
plished by other means? And I will hear no speech from you. 

Mr. Zucker. To my knowledge, Senator, no Communist has been 
convicted of the overthrow of the Government by force and violence. 

The Cramman. I am not asking you for a record of the criminal 
proceedings in this country. I am asking what you know about this 
Communist movement, whether you know that it advocates the over- 
throw of this Government by force and violence. 

Mr. Zucker. I think my previous statements indicate that I do not 
believe the her spare advocate the overthrow of the Government 
by force and \ iole) 

~The Cyaan Th m your positive answer—not what your pre- 
vious statements indi cate—your answer is that you do not think the 
Communists advocate the overthrow of this Government by force and 


viole ¢ 


Mr. ZucKker. That is correct. 
The Cuamman. Do you think it would be degrading for you to 
dmit vou were a Communist. if you were one? 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Tr. Zucker. Senator, that is a rather unfair and tricky question. 
would like to have vou explain what you mean by that. 
The CHATRMAN. Do you know what the word “deorade” means? 
Mr ZU KER. I do. 


_ 
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The CHatrman. Do you think if you were a member of the Com- 
munist Party it would be degrading for you to say you were? 

Mr. Zucker. I would put it this way, Senator. 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Zucker. That under the present conditions in our country I 
wish to invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. On that question ? 

Mr. Zucker. On that question. 

The CHimman. For the benefit of counsel and for the benefit of 
the witness, again so there can be no question in any future legal 
proceedings, the Chair takes the position that in view of the fact that 
it is technically not a crime as of today to be merely a member of the 
Communist Party, but it is a crime if you are a member and know 
that the Communist P arty advocates the overthrow of this Govern- 
ment by force and violence, therefore, the witness having testified that 
he does not believe the Communist Party advocates the overthrow 
of this Government by force and violence, he will be required to 
answer the question of whether or not he is a member of the Commu- 
nist Party. 

On second thought, before he is ordered to answer that, he will 
be asked two other questions. 

Have you engaged in espionage for the Communists? 

Mr. Zucker. Senator, in closed session I gave you my answer. 

The Cuarrman. Will you give it again? 

Mr. Zucker. And I will give it again. I want to tell you that 
I have more patriotism in my little finger than you have in your whole 
body. 

The CHatrrman. We may be patriotic in different ways. 

Mr. Zucker. My answer to you is that I am not now and I have 
never been a spy nor have I engaged in paying or traitorous activity. 
That is the answer. 

The Cuarrman. You have never engaged in espionage? 

Mr. Zucker. That is the answer. 

The CHarrman. Have you ever engaged in sabotage against the 
United States ? 

Mr. Zucker. I have not. 

The Cuatrmin. Then you will be ordered to answer the question 
of whether or not you are today a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Zucker. I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

The CHatrman. The record will show that the witness is ordered 
to answer whether or not he is today a member of the Communist 
Party after he first testified he is not engaged in espionage, after he 
has testified that he does not believe the Communist Party has ever 
advocated the overthrow of this Government by force and violence. 
The record will show that he has refused to answer that question. 

Did you on August 9 of this year—that is a week ago Sunday— 
attend a meeting of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Zucker. I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment and 
refuse to answer. 

The Cuairman. Did you on August 9 of this year attend a meet- 
ing of the Communist Party at which there was discussed the Roths- 
child case? 

Mr. Zucker. I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment and 
refuse to answer. 
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The Cuamman. You refuse to answer on the ground you feel a 
truthful answer might tend to incriminate you? 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Zucker. Under the present circumstances and within the con- 
text of what I have said previously, the answer is “Yes.” 

The Cuarrman. The answer is “ Yes.” 

Did you attend a meeting of the Communist Party on August 9 
1953, at which there was discussed classified material which Mr. Roths- 
child had removed from the Government Printing Office and turned 
over to either an espionage agent or a member of the Communist 
Party—August 9 of this year, a week ago Sunday ? 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. Let the record show that the witness is having a 
lengthy confererence with counsel which he is entitled to have, of 
course. 

Mr. Zucker. Do you mind repeating the question, Senator ? 

The CuarrMan. Will the reporter read the question ? 

(Question read by the reporter.) 

(Witness confered with his counsel.) 

Mr. Zucker. I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment and will 
refuse to answer. 

The CuarrMan. You refuse to answer ? 

Mr. Zucker. That is right. 

The Cuatmman. Mr. Zucker, do you feel that a truhthful answer 
to that question might tend to incriminate your 

Mr. Zucker. The same answer that I gave you before, Senator. 
Within the context of this atmosphere and within the context of what 
I have previously stated, I invoke the privilege of the fifth amend- 
ment in the sense that I do not wish to testify against myself. And the 
answer is “Yes.” 

The CHamman. The answer is “Yes.” You are entitled to the 
rivilege, 

Mr. Zucker, were you one of the bondsmen for the Phil: adelphis 
Communists who are accused of crimes against the United States ? 

Mr. Zucker. I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment and will 
refuse to answer. 

The CuamrMan. Without going through the same thing each time, 
I assume each time you invoke the privilege it is your position that a 
truth ful answer might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Zucker. The way I have placed it before, the answer is “Yes.” 

The Cuarmman. Then you are entitled to the privilege. 

Will you tell us when you last saw Edward Rothschild ? 

Mr. Zucker. I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment and 
refuse to answer, Senator. 

The Cuamman. You have been an officer of various units of the 
Communist Party, have you, over the past number of years? 

Mr. Zucker. The same privilege and the same answer, Senator. 

The Cuamman. You never worked for the Government ? 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Zucker. No, I have not. 

The Cuamrman. You never drew any money from the United 
States Government? 

Mr. Zucker. Well, you mean a salary? 

The Cuamman, No, money. 
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Mr. Zucker. Then I don’t remember. I would not say that I haven't. 
I am drawing money for testifying today. 

The Cuarrman. Unfortunately. 

Mr. Zucker. You called me, Senator. 

The Cuatrman. What is your present occupation ? 

Mr. Zucker. I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. Are you on the payroll of the Communist Party 
as of today ¢ 

Mr. Zucker. The same privilege, the same answer. 

The CuarrMan. You are entitled to the privilege. 

Counsel, do you have any further questions ¢ 

Mr. Coun. Just 1 or 2. 

Do you know Esther Rothschild ? 

Mr. Zucker. The same privilege, the same answer. 

Mr. Conn. Did you in 1945 direct the assignment of Esther Roths- 
child to the Civil Rights Club of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Zucker. I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment and 
refuse to answer. 

Mr. Conn. Have you been connected with the United Electrical 
Radio and Machine Workers Union ? 

Mr. Zucker. The same privilege, the same answer. 

Mr. Conn. Did you attend meetings of the Communist Party in 
Washington, D. C., with Esther Rothse hild, Edward Rothschild, Isa- 
dor Kornfield, and Frederick Sillers ? 

Mr. Zucker. I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment and 
refuse to answer. 

Mr. Conn. I have no further questions. 

The CuatrMan. You may step down. I don’t think we will need 
you as a witness again. However, you will consider yourself under 
subpena for the time being until we inform your counsel that you 
are no longer under subpena. If we need Mr. Zucker, we will con- 
tact you. 

Mr. Bucuman. I think the committee has my address. 

Mr. Conn. You are both in Philadelphia, is that correct? 

Mr. Bucuman. I am from Baltimore. I left my card. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Zucker is from Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Zucker. That is right. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Charles Gift. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES GIFT, ACCOMPANIED BY JOSEPH FORER, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The Cuatrman. Mr. Charles Gift. Mr. Gift, you are reminded 
that you are still under oath. Your counsel has appeared before 
the committee before, SO I assume he has explained fully what the 
rights of the witness are insofar as counsel is concerned. 

Mr. Gift, we have had testimony under oath by a number of wit- 
nesses that you are a member of the Communist Party, that you 
solicited others to join the party, that you, together with Mr. Roths- 
chil i solicited others to jol n the Communist Party 

Before we start to question you, would you ¢ are to have any com- 
ment to make upon that, whether that testimony was true or false? 

Mr. Girt. I have no comment. 

The CuHatrrMan. You have no comment on that. 
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You are not working for the Government today, are you? 

Mr. Grrr. Sir? 

The Cramman. You are not working in the Government? 

Mr. Girr. Today ? 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Grrr. I am not. 

The Cuamman. Have you ever worked for the United States Gov- 
ernment ¢ 

Mr. Gurr. Yes, I have. 

The Cuarman. Will you briefly recount your various jobs in the 
United States Government ? 

Mr. Girr. I think the first one was back some time ago during the 
First World War. I was a civilian instruector—— 

The Cuamman. May I interrupt? If you prefer not having pic- 
tures taken, while you are testifying, they will not be taken. 

Mr. Forer. I wish they had them over with, that is all. 

The Cuamman. Take whatever pictures you want, and then we will 
proceed, 

Pardon the interruption. Will you proceed now with the account 
of your employment in the United States Government ? 

Mr. Grrr. The first was as civilian instructor in the Army during 
the First World War to train special corps of mechanics, repairmen. 

The Carman. That is in World War I? 

Mr. Grrr. That is right. That is the first. The second was after 
the World War, the First World War, as a civilian instructor in the 
educational and recreational] department of the Army. 

The third was in 1934, I believe. 

The CuHarmmMan. Where did you work then? 

Mr. Grrr. At the Washington Naval Gun Factory. 

The Cuarrman. In the Naval Gun Factory ? 

Mr. Grrr. Yes. 

‘The Cmarrman. How long did you work there? 

Mr. Grrr. Somewhat nearer 15 years altogether. 

The Cuarrman. What type of work were you doing at the Naval 
Gun Fac tory ‘ ; 

Mr. Grrr. Machinist, first class. 

The CHamMan. Machinist, working on weapons, were you? 

Mr. Girr. I worked on all matters of mechanical work, repair work, 
whatever ? happened to be. 

The Cuarrman. Was any of that work, as far as you know, secret 
work ? 

Mr. Girr. Not that I know of. 

The Cuarrman. Could the average person without security clear- 
ance come in and watch you at work ¢ 

Mr. Grrr. They did. 

The CHamman. Then after you left the Naval Gun Factory, where 
did you go? 

Mr. Girr. I went into the laundry business. 

The Crarrman. That brings you from 1934 to 1949 in the Naval 
Gun Factory ? 

Mr. Girr. Not quite 1949. I think it was 1948. 

The Cuarrman. You worked there all during the war, is that it? 

Mr. Girt. Yes. 
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The Cuarrman. During the 15 years you worked at the Naval Gun 
Factory, were you a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Girt. I refuse to answer that on the basis of my privilege under 
the fifth amendment not to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Have you held Communist Party meetings in your 
home? 

Mr. Grrr. I refuse on the same grounds as previously stated. 

The Carman. Have you ever attended any Communist meetings 
at which Edward Rothschild was present 4 

Mr. Girr. I invoke my privilege under the fifth amendment not 
to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. Have you discussed repeatedly with Edward 
Rothschild Communist activities on his part? 

Mr. Grrr. I refuse under the same privilege of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuirmman. Do you feel that a truthful answer to that question 
might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Girt. It might. 

The CuarrMan. You are entitled to the privilege, then. 

Do you know Mr. Irving Studenberg? 

Mr. Grrr. Not to my rec collection. 

The Cuamman. You do not recall ever attending a Communist 
Party meeting with Mr. Studenberg? 

Mr. Girt. No. 

The Cuarrman. Is your wife a member of the Communist Party ? 
Before you answer that, may I say that if you learned that she is 
a member of the Communist Party when no one else was present, you 
would not be obliged to tell us that because of the privilege of the 
marriage relations. 

In answering that question, you will restrict yourself only to in- 
formation which you got about your wife when others were present. 

Mr. Grrr. Now will you state your question ? 

The CHatrMan. The question is, Was your wife a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Girt. Not that I know of. 

The CuarrmMan. Not that you know of? Is it your opinion that 
she is not now and never has been a member of the Communist Party 

Mr. Grrr. It would be very difficult for her to be right now. 

The CuarrmAn. Your wife is dead now! 

Mr. Girt. She is dead 1 year today. 

The Cuarrman. I did not know that. I am sorry. 

Mr. Girt. Not at all. 

The CHatrman. Do you have any sons or daughters working in the 
Government ? 

Mr. Girt. I have one. 

The Cuatrman. What is that, a son or a daughter? 

Mr. Grrr. I have no sons. 

The CHatrman. It is a daughter? 

Mr. Girr. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Working in the Justice Department? 

Mr. Grrr. That is right. 

The CHamman. Was that daughter ever present in your home 
when Communist meetings were held ? 

Mr. Girt. She was not. 
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The Cuamman. She was not? Did you ever take your daughter 
to a Communist meeting ? 

Mr. Grrr. I did not. 

The CHatrman. As far as you know, is it your testimony that your 
daughter is not now and has not been a member of the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mr. Grrr. Is that my testimony ¢ 

The CHatrRMan. Yes. 

Mr. Girr. That is my testimony. 

The Cuatrman. Did you ever let your daughter know that you 
were a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Girr. I did not. 

The Carman. Do you think she knew you were a member? 

Mr. Gurr. I don’t know what she knows. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you ever discuss Communist activities in her 
presen ef 

Mr. Grrr. I did not. 


The Cramman. Did you subscribe to the Communist official organ 
called Political Affairs ? 
Mr. Grrr. I refuse to answer that question under my privilege un- 


der the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Was that official Communist booklet continually 
in your home # 

Mr. Grrr. I refuse to answer that under the same privilege. 

The Crnamman. How about the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Grrr. The same answer. 

The Crarrman. I am speaking about the New York Daily Worker. 

Mr. Grrr. The same answer. 

The Cuarrman. How long has your daughter been working in the 
Government / 

Mr. Grrr. I don’t know exactly. It has been some years. 

ge Crarmman. At the time she got her job with the FBI, did the 
FBI or any representative of any Government intelligence agency or 
the Seatice De ‘partment contact you and ask you whether you were a 
member of the Communist Party or whether your daughter was a 
member ? 

Mr. Grrr. Not to my recollection. 

The CHatrman. I understand you refused to answer whether or not 
the Daily Worker and the magazine Political Affairs have been con- 
stantly in your home? 

Mr. Girr. That is correct. 

The Cuarmrman. I believe you have also refused to answer whether 
or not you knew Edward Rothschild to be a member of the Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr. Grrr. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. And whether you attended meetings, Communist 
Party meetings with Edward Rothschild. 

Mr. Grrr. That is right. 

The CHatrmMan. Was there ever a meeting in your home at which 
there was discussed the formation of a Communist Party unit or cell 
in the Government Printing Office for the purpose of conducting 
espionage, obtaining secret material from the Government Printing 
Office ? 

Mr. Grrr. I refuse to answer that question. 
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The CHarrmMan. You refuse to answer that on the ground that a 
truthful answer might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Grrr. It might. 

The CHatmrman. Bob, do you have any questions you would like to 
have asked ? 

Do you know the previous witness who appeared on the stand— 
Mr. Zucker ? 

Mr. Grrr. I do. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know if he is one of the top functionaries 
of the Communist Party ! 

Mr. Girt. I refuse to answer that question under my privilege under 
the fifth amendment. 

The CuHarmman. Where did you first know Mr. Zucker ? 

Mr. Girr. Central Labor Union. 

The Cuarrman. Did you attend meetings with Mr. Zucker ? 

Mr. Grrr. At the Central Labor Union ? 

The Cuarrman. Did you attend any Communist meetings with Mr. 
Zucker ? 

Mr. Grrr. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

The CHatrman. Did Mr. Zucker ever discuss with you the forma- 
tion of a Communist cell or unit in the Government Printing Office? 

Mr. Girt. I invoke my privilege under the fifth amendment not to 
testify against myself. 

The CHarrMan. Did you know or do you now know that members 
of the Communist Party were stealing classified material from the 
Government Printing Office, and turning that material over to a 
Communist or an espionage agent? 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Girr. I don’t know or didn’t know of anybody conducting such 
affair. , 

The CHatrman. When there was discussion in your home of the 
formation of a Communist cell at the Government Printing Office, 
was there discussed the reason for the formation of that cell? 

Mr. Girr. I refuse to answer that question as previously stated. 

The Cuarrman. As an actual fact was there not a meeting in your 
home attended by Mr. Rothschild, Mr. Sillers, yourself, and some other 
people at which there was discussed the importance of forming a Com- 
munist cell in the Government Printing Office and was there not also 
discussed at that time the fact that such a cell would be very valuable 
in that it could with ease remove secret material from the GPO? 
Isn’t that actually the situation ? 

Mr. Girt. I refuse to answer your question on the grounds I have 
stated. 

The CuatrrmMan. Were Mr. Rothschild, Mr. and Mrs. Kornfield, and 
Mr. Studenberg members of the union which you just mentioned ? 

Mr. Girt. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. I guess you are entitled to that privilege. 

That is all, and you are released from subpena, Mr. Gift. 

Mr. Gurr. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. We had a witness before us in executive session, a 
Miss Cleta Guess, who was a fellow worker with Mr. Rothschild in 
the Government Printing Office. She appeared in executive session 
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and testified at some length. Her doctor said she has a heart condi- 
tion which might be such that appearance in a public session and 
the excitement would do her considerable damage, and for that rea- 
son we will read into the record her testimony taken at the executive 
session. Mr. Ford, of course, is entitled to have questions asked of 
her. We can either bring her back to Washington in executive ses- 
sion and do that, or we could save considerable expense by sending 
the interrogatories to her and having the questions asked before a 
notary public or court commissioner. Counsel will take that up with 
you later and work that out. 

Counsel, are you ready ? 

Mr. Coun. We do not have copies, but we will have them later tod: ay, 
I assume. There are still some typographical things we want to 
check w ith our clerk. 

The Cramman. You will give Mr. Ford and Mr. Frosh a copy. 

Mr. Conn. We have to talk with her once more, and then we will 
give you a copy of it, Mr. Ford. 


This is from the t testimony of Miss Cleta Guess, C-]l-e-t-a G-u-e-s-s. 


The CHAIRMAN. Miss Guess, will you stand and raise your right hand, please? 
In the matter now in hearing do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the thruth, so 
help you God? 

Miss Gusss. I do. 

The CHATRMAN. What is your full name? 

Answer. Cleta Guess. 

Question. Do you reside in New Orieans? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. In response to the request of the committee you came to Washington 
from New Orleans? 

Answer. I came from New Orleans, and freely. 

Question. Was there a time when you worked for the Government Printing 
Office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And since you have been in New Orleans you have been running and 
operating your own store? 

Answer. Yes, I have. 

Question. Miss Guess, when you worked at the Government Printing Office, 
did vou know Eddie Rothschild? 

Answer. I know him very well. I loved him dearly. He was my very intimate 
friend. 

Question. And you worked right along beside him? 

Answer. I was his first assistant chosen to work with him. 

Question. For how long a period of time? 

Answer. I think a couple of months; maybe a bit longer. 

Question. Did there ever come a time when Mr. Rothschild said anything to you 
which led you to believe he had Communist sympathies? 

Answer. Yes, sir. I had attended the Union of Women Bookbinders the night 
before. The next day we went to work. Knowing Eddie was a very good union 
worker, I think he was a loyal union man, held office in his union, the men’s union, 
I said to him, “Last night it was brought up at the meeting that 600 Communists 
belonged to the CIO. You know,” I said, “there must be plenty of Communists 
in the CIO.” He said, “What is wrong with Communists?’ He got angry. i said, 
“They are organized to overthrow this Government.” He pounded his fist and 
said, “If anybody says the Communists are organized to overthrow the United 
States Government, it is a damn lie.” I said, “Well, our Government says they 
are organized to overthrow our Government.” He didn’t say anything to that. 
He said, “If you don’t like Communists, don’t speak to me about anything but 
our work.” 

It wasn't long, a few weeks after that, that Mr. Wright came to me one night 
and put me over in the folding room on the other side of the building with a wall 
between us, and I couldn’t see Eddie. It finally wound up that he put me on the 
third floor, although I belonged on the fourth. 
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Question. Did you ever see Eddie with the Daily Worker? 

Answer. Yes. I saw him two or three different times waiting for the boys 
to get off on the second floor. He would sit behind the big machine reading 
the Daily Worker. If he would see Mr. Riley or anyone coming, he would fold 
it up and put it in his left back pocket. What amused me one night was you 
could see part of the name of the paper sticking out. I was laughing up my 
sleeve. 

Question. Let me ask you this: Were you and Eldie Rothschild working on 
any classified work for the Government? 

Answer. Yes; we used to work on quite a bit. There was pocket manuals, 
and some of it was reports from intelligence agencies in regard to Russia, 
Germany, Japan, and even some of them in regard to our own allies. 

Question. Was there any aircraft information? 

Answer. Yes. There was one particular book that had a diagram in it that 
Eddie was interested in. They had the speed the airplane could make per hour. 
Eddie was very much interested. That night he said——— 

Question. Did he look at this? 

Answer. He remarked about it, and then I don’t know. 

Question. Did you ever see him take any of this matter himself? 

Answer. I saw him a few occasions put a pamphlet in his right pocket. He 
used to keep the Daily Worker in his left pocket. Most of the time he would put 
this book he wanted to take home with him on the back table. The reason for 
it was so none of the bosses would see the book in his pocket. 

Question. Were these confidential, secret, or what? 

Answer. I couldn’t say which for sure. It was so many years ago I can’t 
remember the exact classification. 

Question. Do you recall that some of this matter he put in his pocket or put 
aside and said he was to take with him 

Answer. Well, it was pertaining to military stuff. I mean like airplanes and 
different things pertaining to war; military things 

Question. Did you ever see him in possession of any things like that which he 
was not working on, which came from some place else in the shop? 

Answer. Yes. I saw him reading a long, thin book, one of which I gave to 
Mr. Phillips, of the FBI. You see, I took one myself. I took several things, 
and took them home and showed them to the FBI so we could establish that 
you could take them out. They never look in your purse. You ean pin anything 
down to your dress. As long as you had identification you could take out anything 
you wanted. 


Question. What I asked you originally was, Did you ever see him take any 
documents which he wasn’t working on himself? y 

Answer. Oh, yes. I remember a secret code for the United States merchant 
marine. I remember it because at that time there was a convoy. 
in the convoy. He was going to Russia with provisions. 
was thinking last night—his wife was sleeping in the same hotel where IT am 
staying. I thought to myself, if this goes to the enemy, if the enemy could get 
this information—it was a secret code 


I had a cousin 
And, coincidentally, I 


( poor Johnny might be blown up himself 
by Eddie or someone who was putting these books in the wrong hands. He 
wasn’t working on it himself. 

Question. You think he must have gotten it some place else? 

Answer. I know his machine wasn’t working on this book. I would like to 
go to the GPO and show you how the machines are placed. 

Question. Where do you think he got this code? 

Answer. I know. He picked it up. I know what machine he picked it up 
from. It was the time machine. 

Question. Would he have the right to walk around to these other machines? 

Answer. Well, we wasn’t supposed to go from department to department but 
Eddie was a very trusted employee and Eddie was very experienced on different 
machines and there was one machine on the second floor that only a few people 
could operate and others couldn’t operate very well, so they would send Eddi 
up. Sometimes they would send me up with Eddie. 

Question. Could he walk around and pick up anything he wanted? 

Answer. I wouldn’t say anything, but he did do it. Any of us could do it. No 
one searched our purses. No one searched our person as long as we had our 
identifica.ion badges. 

Question. When you saw Rothschild taking these classified documents and 
when you saw him reading the Daily Worker and saying those things about the 
Communists did ye | report this to anyone? 
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Answer. Yes. I went to Mr. Riley. It was a little while after Eddie and I 
had this argument about Communists. Mr. Riley and I were always friendly and 
always spoke, 


Mr. Chairman, Mr. Riley has been identified as a foreman and 
supervisor. 


But Mr. Riley was very busy and he looked at me and said, “Cleta, what is it?” 
I said, “Mr. Riley, I would like to talk to you before the night is over. Please 
come to see me.” At that time he had lots of young girls in there, and I did not 
want to talk in front of them. I was afraid the girls would spread it. Mr. Riley 
did not come that night. I waited 2 nights. The next day I went to the FBI. 
They sent two agents to my apartment. I talked to them and I gave them the 
whole story. They took a statement from me, and from that time I worked 
with them 

Question. Now, there was this loyalty board hearing about Rothschild in 1948, 
Did they ever ask you to come down to tell them these facts? 

Answer. No. 

(juestion. If they had asked you to come down—— 

Answer. I would have gladly come, even if I had to pay the expenses myself, 
and vou see I came willingly this time when I was requested to. 


The Cuatrman. I think we will adjourn early today. I have to 
leave town. We will adjourn the public session until next Wednesday 
at 10:30. There will be an executive session tomorrow morning at 
10 o’clock in Los Angeles. 

(At 11:30 a. m. a recess was taken until Wednesday, August 26, 
1953, at 10: 30 a. m.) 
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SATURDAY, AUGUST 22, 1953 


UNrrep STATES SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Los Anaeles, Calif. 


The permanent subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:30 a.m., 
in room 550, Federal Building, Los Angeles, ( ‘alif.. Senator Joseph R. 
McCarthy (chairman) presiding. 

Present : Senator Joseph R. McCarthy. 

Also present: Roy Cohn, chief counsel of the committee, and G. 
David Schine, chief consultant. 

Senator McCarruy. The committee will come to order. 

The purpose of the hearing this morning is to hear one of the wit- 
nesses whom Mr. Rothschild’s lawyer asked us to call. The witness 
himself is of no great importance in the case. However, we have tried 
to call all the witnesses that counsel for Mr. Rothschild has asked us 
tocall. And Mr. Tay lor is one of those; is that right ? 

Mr. Coun. I believe that is right. 

Senator McCarruy. Two are out of the country ? 

Mr. Conn. That is right. 

Senator McCarruy. Just to briefly review the case, as some of the 
newsmen have asked me to do this morning, this involves alleged 
espionage and communism in the Government Printing Office. 
Espionage in that Office could be infinitely more dangerous than in 
any other single department, because the Government Printing Office 
handles the secret and top-secret material for practically every de- 
partment of the Government. 

Testimony so far has been, roughly, that Mr. Rothschild was a 
member of the Communist Party, and that Mr. Rothschild was an 
officer in the Communist Party, and that Mr. Rothschild had stolen 
secret documents. 

The Rothschilds themselves were given an opportunity to deny that. 
On the witness stand Mr. Rothschild refused to tell whether or not he 
had been engaged in espionage and refused to tell whether he had 
stolen Government secrets on the ground that a truthful answer 
might tend to incriminate him. He refused to tell whether or not 
he was engaged in espionage as of August 9 of this year, which was a 
week ago this Sunday, on the ground that a truthful answer might 
tend to incriminate him. 

He swore under oath he had access to top-secret material, which, of 
course, he had. 
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The Navy Department presented witnesses to the effect they had 
transmitted secret atomic energy work to the Printing Office in which 
Mr. Rothschild was working. 

The entire picture is such that if there were an espionage agent in 
that Office, stealing secrets, it would obviously be a much more serious 
case than the Alger Hiss case. 

May I state that Senator Potter sent a message this morning saying 
he was sorry he couldn’t be with us. He is tied up in the investigation 
of the elections over in New Mexico, and he said he wanted it as a 
matter of public record, and that he had been following the testimony 
closely and was extremely interested in it. 

Likewise, Senator Dirksen and Senator Mundt are tied up in other 
work. 

That comprises the entire committee, except some of my friends 
from the other side. 

As we get deeper and deeper in this matter, it appears more and 
more the man who is principally responsible—of course, a number are 
responsible—for men like Rothschild and Kornfield in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, is a man called Cole. For that reason I think 
Mr. Cole should be given an opportunity to testify as soon as he 
wants to. 

Counsel has been instructed to contact Mr. Cole and tell him as 
soon as he is ready to attempt to explain why 35 cases—where they 
had a great mass of information from the FBI and other Federal 
agencies of Communist activities—all were cleared, and especially we 
would want him to give us information on the Lomack case. 

Phe Lomack case is a case which the loyalty board in the Govern- 
ment Py Inting Ofllice turned down and ordered Lomack fired. Mr. 
Cole reversed that and ordered her kept on. 


Within a short time after he had reversed the loyalty board’s find- 
ing he was physically caught stealing classified material. At that 
time she was finally discharged. 


We will want to hear from Mr. Cole on that case, as well as the 
Rothschild case and others, as I say, in view of the fact that it appears 
he is one who is principally responsible. I feel he should be given 
an opportunity to appear as soon as his testimony is prepared, and 
counsel has so informed him. 

The witness this morning is Mr. Taylor. 

Is Mr. Taylor present ? 

Mr. Taytor. I am here, but my attorney can’t get into the place. 
I don’t understand these arrangements, 

Senator McCarriry. Will the marshal go down and see if he can 
find— 

The Marsnan. What is the attorney’s name? 

Mr. Taytor. Mr. MeTernan. 

Senator McCarruy. Knowing your attorney as I do, I didn’t think 
they could block him out of any place. 

Mr. Taytor. I couldn’t find him, because I couldn’t get into the 
pl ice, 

Senator McCarrny. I may say that the committee in no way tries 
to control what the public does outside of the committee room, and 
if they congregate downstairs we can’t prevent that. 

You won't have to testify until your attorney is here, however. 
You can sit down, if you care to, or you can wait back there. 





SECURITY—GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 115 


Mr. Taytor. I can wait in the back. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Taylor, you said he couldn’t get in. Do 
you have any information he is blocked fiom getting in here? 

Mr. Tayvor. I haven’t any information. I couldn’t find him, 

Senator McCarruy. You just don’t know where he is? 

Mr. Tayior. That is right. 

Senator McCarruy. I am sure he is not banned; I am sure he is 
not blocked out. 

Mr. Stillwell, will you call the lawyer’s office and see what has held 
him up? 

Mr. STmttwew. Yes. 

Senator McCarruy. Tell him we don’t want to start until he gets 
here. 

{Short recess taken. ) 

Mr. Coun. The witness and his attorney are here. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Taylor and counsel, do you want to sit 
here [indicating | ¢ 

Mr. McTrernan. I was trying to get through the irate taxpayers, 
claiming you are depriving them of a chance to hear you. 

Senator McCarruy. I guess we couldn’t very well have more in 
the room than we have. I don’t blame them for being disturbed be- 
cause they can’t watch a hearing. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM C. TAYLOR, LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 


Senator McCarruy. Mr. Taylor, you are reminded you are still 
under oath, and may I say for your benefit you are here upon the 
request ot Mr. Frosh, who is the original lawyer of the Rothschilds, 
who asked us to call you. We have called all the witnesses he asked 
us to call, except 3, and 2 of the 3, Mr. and Mrs. Anderson, have left 
the country. Where they are we don’t know. The other one was last 
traced to Philadelphia and beyond there we can’t find the witness. 
You are the last of the witnesses, Mr. Taylor, that Mr. Frosh asked 
us to call. 

I may say, for the record, counsel contacted Mr. Ford, one of the 
present attorneys for the Rothschilds, and told him you were being 
called. He may want to submit questions to you after we get through 
today. Normally we would have to bring you to Washington for 
that. Iam sure Mr. Ford will, however, consent not to put the com- 
mittee to the cost or you to the inconvenience of coming to Washing- 
ton. Iam sure we can arrange with your attorney to have any ques- 
tions submitted to you before a court commissioner or someone 
authorized to give the oath. 

I say that so you will consider you are under subpena until Mr. 
Ford has a chance to submit any questions he wants to ask of you. 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Senator McCarruy. I would like to inform the photographers 
we have a committee rule that no flash pictures be taken while the 
witness is testifying, unless the witness states he has no objection. 
Otherwise, it sometimes throws a witness off. 

Mr. Taytor. I have no objection. 

Senator McCarrny. All right, then. You can take all the pic- 
tures you care to. 

37745—53—pt. 2—-4 
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Mr. Taytor. I would like to ask one question. Is this the Edward 
N. Rothschild that vou had before your committee ? 

Senator McCartuy. This is the same Rothschild we had before 
our committee, Edward Rothschild, the man who was in the Printing 
Office at the time the testimony would indicate that you were head 
of the Communist Party in Washington, D.C. That, I might say, 
is one of the reasons you are here. 

The testimony is to the effect you were head of the Communist 
Party in Washington, D. C. That you succeeded Elizabeth Searles. 
That you occupied that position while Mr. Rothschild was claimed 
to have been stealing secret material from the Printing Office. 

The testimony also indicates that you lived across the hall from 
another witness who is accused as being a member of the 14th Ward 
Communist Club of Baltimore. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Conn. That is correct. 

Senator McCartiry. And we would like to hear anything you have 
to say on that. First, let me ask you this, Mr. Taylor: At the time 
Edward Rothschild was working in the Government Printing Office 
were you head of the Communist Party in Washington, D. C.? 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. MeTernan.) 

Mr. Tayror. What date period do you refer to? 

Senator McCarrny. Let’s put it this way: Were you ever head of 
the Communist Party in Washington, 3.45. % 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the basis of the fifth amend- 
ment, 

nator McCarrny. On the ground that vour answer might tend 
to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCartruy. For your information, Mr. Rothschild has 
been working in the Government Printing Office for, oh, roughly 20 
years, I believe. or a little more. Is that right? 

Mr. Conn. Yes. 

Senator MeCarruy. If and while you were head of the Communist 
Party in Washington, D. C., were you aware of the fact that Edward 
Rothschild was working in the Government Printing Office? 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taytor. While that question is like a question that would be if 
I stopped beating my wife, on this basis I decline to answer—on the 
basis of the fifth amendment. 

Senator McCarruy. Well, how long have you known Edward 
Rothschild ? 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the same basis. 

Senator McCarrny. On the grounds an answer might tend to in- 
criminate you ? 

Mr. Taytor. Yes. 

Senator McCarrny. Are you at this moment a paid functionary 
of the Communist Party ¢ ¢ 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the same basis. 

Senator McCartuy. Do you feel that a truthful answer might tend 
to incriminate you? 

Mr. Taytor. As I claimed—— 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 





OFFICE 117 





SECURITY 


Mr. Taynor. As I expressed yesterday, I claimed the grounds on 
the same basis. And I cannot go beyond a at the Constitution allows 
me. 

Senator McCartny. The Chair may, and out of the same under- 
standing of the provision I am going to order you to answer that ques- 
tion. But, first, I will e xplain to you why, so at any subsequent legal 
proceeding there will be no claim that you didn’t understand the ques- 
tion, didn’t understand the reason why it was being asked you: 

You are entitled under the fifth amendment to refuse to bear wit- 
ness against yourself, if a truthful answer, in your opinion, would tend 
to incriminate you. You are not entitled to refuse to answer if you 
feel that perjury might incriminate you. Therefore, before the Chair 
can determine whether you are entitled to the privilege under the fifth 
amendment, I must know from you the simple answer—I must have 
ihe simple answer to the question: Do you feel that a truthful answer 
might tend to incriminate you ? 

If you feel a truthful answer might tend to incriminate you, you 
are entitled to refuse to answer the question. Therefore, you are or- 
dered to answer that question. 

Let the record show that counsel is writing the answer for the wit- 
ness, which he is entitled to do. I merely have the record show that, 
Mr. Counsel, so that at any subsequent proceeding it will not appear 
that this is an inadvertence, but he knows what he is doing. 

Mr. McTernan. I think the lawyer knows what he is doing. 

Senator McCartuy. You have a perfect right to advise him. 

Mr. Taytor. As a man of honor, I have always intended to tell the 
truth—— 

Senator McCarruy. Will you speak a little louder? 

Mr. Taytor. As a man of honor, I have always intended to tell the 
truth. The law is that if any answer might tend to incriminate it is 
left to the witness to determine what the answer might be. That is 
from Chief Justice Marshall in the Aaron Burr case in 1801. 

I feel that my answer might tend to incriminate me. I decline to 
answer. 

Senator McCarruy. You feel that a truthful answer might tend 
to incriminate you ¢ 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taytor. I stand on just what I said. 

Senator McCarruy. You refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Taytor. I stand on what I said. 

Senator McCarruy. Then you are ordered to answer the previous 
question. 

Mr. Taytor. I stand on—— 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Tartor. Which previous question ? 

Senator McCarrny. I will reask the question so there won't be any 
doubt about it. The question was, Are you a member of the Commu- 
nist Party today? You declined to answer that on the ground your 
answer might tend to incriminate you. I asked you then whether or 
not 

Mr. McTrrnan. Excuse me, Mr. Chairman. That was not the 
question. 

Senator McCartuy. We will ask that question. Are you a member 
of the Communist Party? 
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Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the same grounds, the fifth 
amendment would tend to incriminate me. 

Senator McCarruy. Speak a little louder. 

Mr. Taywor. I say I decline to answer on the same grounds, on the 
basis of the fifth amendment, that any answer will tend to incriminate 
me. 

Senator McCartny. Do you feel a truthful answer might tend to 
incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Taytor. I stand on the same grounds. 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan. ) 

Senator McCarrny. On the ground that a truthful answer might 
tend to incriminate you ¢ 

At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taytor. My answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator McCarrny. You refuse to tell us whether or not the truth 
would tend to incriminate you? 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taytor. I stand on the same statement that I made beginning 
with, “As a man of honor.” 

Senator McCarruy. Then you are ordered to answer whether or 
not you are a member of the Communist Party, because you are not 
entitled to the privilege unless you tell the Chair that you feel that a 
truthful answer would tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. Taytor. I decline on the basis of the fifth amendment. The 
answer would tend to incriminate me. 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Senator McCarruy. I think I should, for the benefit of counsel, let 
him know that this is a position which the Chair is adopting in regard 
to all Communists who appear before this committee. I intend to 

sk for contempt citations of them, if they refuse to tell me whether 
or not they feel that a truthful answer would tend to incriminate them. 
My position is that they do not have any privilege under the fifth 
amendment if perjury might tend to incriminate them. 

[t is very simple and very easy for a witness to answer. If they 
refuse we intend to ask for a contempt citation. 

Let me ask you this: In your opinion does the Communist Party 
ad voc: ate the overthrow of this Government by force and viole nce, if 
a Communist system cannot be imposed upon this Nation otherwise ? 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan. ) 

Mr. Taytor. On this question, I would like to know just what the 
committee is Investigating with such a question and how my opinions 
would affect in any way this committee. 

Senator McCarrny. We will be glad to tell you why we ask you that 
question. Under the present laws you are not guilty of a crime for 
membership in the Communist Party, unless you know that the Com- 
munists advocate the overthrow of this Government by force and 
violence. 

Therefore, unless you know that the Communists do advocate the 
overthrow of this Government by force and violence, you are entitled 
to no pr ivilege under the fifth amendment, as to whether or not you 
are a Communist, because, as I say, it is not a crime unless you know 
they advocate that forcible overthrow. 
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For that reason you are being asked this question so we can deter- 
mine on another ground whether you are entitled to the privilege of 
the fifth amendment. 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taytor. Could I have the question reread ? 

Senator McCarrny. I will restate the question. 

Mr. McTernan. May the record show you are reframing the 
question ? 

Senator McCarrnuy. Do you prefer that the record be read? 

Mr. McTernan. No; just so the witness will know 

Senator McCarrtity. I will try to restate it verbatim. 

Mr. McTrrnan. All right. 

Senator McCarruy. To your knowledge, Mr. Taylor, does the Com- 
munist Party advocate the overthrow of this Government by force 
and violence if a Communist system cannot be imposed upon this 
Nation by other means? 

Mr. McTrernan. You have changed the question. 

Senator McCartruy. Well, we can 

Mr. McTernan. The difference is between “knowledge” and “opin- 
ion,” and has a great deal to do with the basis for the claim of privi- 
lege. Which one do you want? 

Senator McCartruy. The one I just asked. 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Tayrwor. Because this is being raised in a very legal, technical 
manner, I have to present this answer: This question asks for knowl- 
edge of the Communist Party objectives. I claim the privilege be- 
cause an admission of any knowledge of the Communist Party objec- 
tives might be a link by this committee, in a chain of proof, to estab- 
lish violation of the Smith Act or McCarran Act. This point has 
been established in this circuit court in the Alexander, Kasinowitz, 
and Healey cases. 

Senator McCartuy. You are entitled to the privilege for the rea- 
sons you gave. Have you ever engaged in espionage? 

Mr. Taywor. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator McCartuy. On the ground of self-incrimination? 

Mr. Taytor. Yes. 

Senator McCarruy. Were you aware of the fact that Communists 
in the Government Printing Office were stealing secrets from that 
office, either by means of the physical removal of the documents or 
by memorizing the contents and passing that information on to 
espion: ige agents? 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator McCartuy. Did you know a Mr. Kornfield, a Mr. Isadore 
Kornfield? To properly identify him, he is a proofreader in the 
Government Printing Office as of today. 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan. ) 

Mr. Taytor. Was he named in the course of this committee’s inves- 
tigation as one of the people who removed secret documents? 

Senator McCarruy. I think I will stand on my privilege. 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Senator McCarruy. I don’t think we can give you the information 
we receive in an executive session. Mr. Kornfield is a proofreader 
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in the Government Printing Office; Isadore Kornfield. I believe 
that is all the information you need. Whether or not he has been 
named in executive session as a Communist should be of no concern 
of yours. 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taynor. On the basis of the limited information, I will have 
to claim my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you know an Isadore Kornfield? Do you 
know anyone by that name? 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator McCartruy. On the grounds of self-incrimination 2 

Mr. Taytor. Yes. 

Senator McCartny. Mr. Taylor, I believe I asked this question 
before, I am not sure: Have you known Edward Rothschild ¢ 

(At this point Mr. Tay lor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taynor. Yes; you have asked the question before. And I take 
the same posit ion: I decline to answer. 

Senator McCarruy. Did you ever attend Communist meetings 
with Edward Roths hild ? 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator McCarrnuy. The grounds of self-incrimination 2? 

Mr. Taytor. Yes. 

Senator McCarrny. I am going to have to ask you to state your 
erounds each time, because you have given different grounds for 
refusing to answer different questions. The refusal is on the 
groul as 

Mr. Taynor. Of the fifth amendment. 

Senator McCartiry. And self-inecrimination ? 

Mr. Taynor. That the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator McCarrny. Did you ever receive information that Roths- 
child was stealing classified material from the Government Printing 
Office ? 

Mr. Taynor. I decline to answer on the same grounds, of the fifth 
amendment, and any answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator McCartuy. Mr. Taylor, I am going to hand you the name 
of an individual who is presently working in the Government Print- 
ing Office. I would rather you not repeat this name, because we 
have not had a chance to run down all the leads in this case, and 
the use of the name publicly would force us into a premature presen- 
tation of the case. At least, he would have a right to appear and 
answer. 

‘or that reason we will ask the reporter to note the name. 

Senator McCarrny. I intend to ask you some questions about 
this individual.) 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Senator McCarrny. I ask you this question, Mr. Taylor: I have 
handed you a name. This is an individual working in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. The testimony before the committee is, he 
lived across the hall from you in Baltimore and that he belonged to 
the 14th Ward Communist Club in the city of Baltimore, and that 
you were the individual that solicited him to join. That you at- 
tended various meetings with him and visited often in his apart- 
ment, and vice versa. 
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With that amount of refreshment of your recollection—— 

Mr. Counsel, will you tear that up? 

Mr. McTernan. I will return it to you. 

Mr. Taytor. I haven’t looked at it as yet. 

Senator McCarruy. Then look at it. Look at the name. 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. Mc’Ternan.) 

Mr. McTernan. Are you through? 

Senator McCarriy. The question is, Did you live across the hall 
from this man? Did you solicit him to join the Communist Party? 

Mr. McTrernan. Two que stions ¢ 

Senator McCartruy. Yes. 

At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Senator McCarrny. Let the record show each time counsel] con- 
fers with the client. 

Mr. Taywor. Isn’t that 4 privilege / Why does it have to vo In 
the record ? 

Senator McCarruy. Do you object to having it in the record ? 

Mr. Taytor. No; I have no objection. But I have objection to 
you making it an issue. You gave that disdain in the be- 
ginning— 

Senator McCarruy. The record will show, however, the client 
conferred with counsel. He has a right to confer as often as he 
cares to. 

Now, will you answer the question, Mr. Taylor? 

Mr. Taytor. First, in answering this question, I first want to pro- 


test against this half-closed, half ope n—this is is an open hearing, 
and I think anything that comes - at this open hearing should 
aboveboard. L don’t believe in carrying on tl bl ings in an under- 


handed manner. 

Senator McCarruy. You don’t ? 

Mr. Taytor. I do not. 

Senator McCarrnuy. Then perhaps you won’t mind telling me 
about your activities in the Communist Party. 

Mr. Taytor. This is supposed to be an open hearing 

Senator McCarruy. I am not taking the advice of any Commu- 
nist leader on how I run this meeting. You will answer the question. 

Mr. Tayror. I am not taking advice, either. Now, I decline—— 

Senator McCarruy. You are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Taytor. I want to state that I object to this half-open, half- 
closed manner, and I decline to answer on the basis that any answer 
would tend to incriminate me, and based on the fifth amendment. 

Senator McCarruy. Have you looked at the slip? 

Mr. Taytor. Yes; I have looked at it. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you know the name of the man? 

Mr. Taytor. Yes—— 

Senator McCarruy. Do you know the name of the man on the 
slip ? 

Mr. Taytor. Yes; I know there is a name on the slip. 

Senator McCartuy. Look at it. 

Mr. Taytor. I looked at it. 

Senator McCartnuy. Do you know the name of the man on the sli p? 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Senator McCartny. I am not asking you whether you are acquaint- 
ed with the man whose name is on the slip. I am asking whether you 
looked at the slip and saw the name of a man on it. 
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(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan. ) 

Mr. Tayvor. I looked at the slip and I read a name. 

Senator McCarruy. All right. You decline to answer whether you 
knew that man? 

Mr. 'Tayzor. I decline to answer the question placed before me, on 
the basis—— 

Senator McCarruy. Did you know that man? 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the basis of the fifth amendment 
and any answer would tend to incriminate me. 

Senator McCarrny. Did you know him as a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Taynor. I decline to answer on the grounds of the fifth amend- 
ment and any answer I would give would tend to incriminate me. 

Senator McCarruy. Did you know he was working in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office ¢ 

Mr. 'Taytor. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator McCarruy. Did he ever steal secrets from the Government 
Printing Office and turn them over to you as the head of the Commu- 
nist Party? 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator McCarrny. Did you, while you were the head of the Com- 
munist Party in Washington, engage in espionage ? 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taycor. This question being another one of the “stop beating 
your wife” questions, I claim my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator McCarruy. Did you ever engage in espionage while you 
were in Washington ? 

Mr. 'Tayntor. Same answer. 

Senator McCarruy. You refuse to answer on the grounds of possi- 
ble self-incrimination ? 

Mr. Tayuor. Yes. 

Senator McCarrny. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Taytor. Yes. 

Senator McCarruy. Did Edward Rothschild—I believe I asked 
this question before, but I will ask it again so the record is absolutely 
clear—ever turn over to you documents marked either “secret,” “top 
secret” or “confidential” ? 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator McCarrny. Your present address is what? 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taytor. I will answer this question, but I want to prefix it 
with a few remarks. 

Senator McCarrny. You will either answer the question or you 
refuse to answer. We are hearing no speeches from you. 

Mr. Taytor. I am not giving any speech yet. 

Senator McCarrny. All right. You will answer the question, un- 
less vou feel the answer will tend to incriminate you. The question 
is, What is your present address? 

Mr. Taytor. I will answer the question in my own manner. My 
present address is one block from where a Negro—— 5 
Senator McCarrny. Mr. Marshal. 

Mr. Taytor. Was bombed just a year 

Senator McCartuy. Mr. Marshal. 
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Mr. Taytor. Or so ago, and nothing was done about it. 

Senator McCarrnuy. Mr. Marshal. 

Mr. Taytor. And nothing has been done and I think this is just an 
attempt to start this thing over again. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Marshal 

Mr. Taywor. I live at 2358 Cochran Avenue. 

Senator McCarruy. I am going to tell you something, mister. You 
are going to answer these questions and you are not going to make 
any speeches. 

Mr. Taytor. I am not making any speeches. 

Senator McCarruy. You are not going to use this as a transmission 
belt for the Communist Party. 

Mr. McTrernan. You are using it for a forum, Mr. Chairman. Why 
not let him use it as a forum? 

Senator McCarruy. Counsel knows he is not supposed to make any 
remarks. If we hear any remarks again from counsel, he will be 
removed. 

You are going to answer the questions. A bomb has nothing to do 
with your address. 

Mr. Tay or. It has something to do with it. 

Senator McCartuy. Where did you live in Baltimore? 

Mr. Taytor. I—— 

Senator McCarruy. Or was that near a bombing, too? 

Mr. Taytor. It could—— 

Senator McCarrny. Give us your address in Baltimore. 

Mr. Taytor. I lived at 1411 Division Street. 

Senator McCartruy. Where did you live in Washington? 

Mr. Taytor. I lived many places in Washington, because I couldn't 
find housing because of the Jim Crow housing setup they have in 
Washington. 

Senator McCarruy. What were your addresses in Washington? 

Mr. Taytor. I don’t remember them all. 

Senator McCartuy. Do you remember any of them? 

Mr. Taytor. I remember—let’s see. The street—— 

Senator McCarruy. Give us the ones you remember. 

Mr. Taytor. I lived in northeast Washington. The street number 
just don’t—I don’t recollect it. It is just 4 or 5 years ago. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you recall any of the names of the streets 
you lived on ? 

Mr. Taytor. I lived on Second Street in Washington. 

Senator McCarrny. Any other streets you lived on ? 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. MeTernan.) 

Mr. Taytor. In northwest Washington, Second Street NW.; and 
I lived in northeast Washington, in Mayfair Mansions. 

Senator McCarruy. While you were living in Washington, were 
you on the payroll of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the same grounds, any answer 
will tend to incriminate me. 

Senator McCarruy. Are you on the payroll of the Communist 
Party today? 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator McCartuy. Do you have any income today? And in view 
of your refusal to answer the question about the Communist Party, 
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you an eliminate any income that you may receive from the Com- 
munist Party. 

[ will put the question this way: Other than income from the Com- 
munist Party, do you receive any other money from any source 4 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. MecTernan.) 

Mr. ‘| AYLOR, Could the que stion be reframed, because it Is a “stop 
beat Ing your wife” quest ion. 

Senator McCartruy. Well, | merely want to know whether or not 
you have any source of income. I am eliminating from the question 
any possible income that you may have or may not have from the 
Communist Party. 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. MecTernan.) 

Senator McCarrny. I am not asking you whether you receive any 
income from the Communist Party. I say to eliminate that from the 
question so you will not be construed as saying you do or do not have 
any income from the Communist Party. I say, Do you have any other 
ource of income ? 

Mr. Taynor. I have no personal source of income within the com- 
pass of this last question. 

Senator McCarruy. You have none? 

Mr. Taynor. No. 

Senator McCarrny. Do you have a family ? 

(At this point Mr. Tavlor conferred with Mr. McTernan. ) 

Mr. Taytor. What is the materiality ? 

Senator McCartruy. I am curious to know what you live on. If 
vou have no source of income, could you tell us that ? 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Senator McCartnuy. In other words, I wonder how you support 
your family, if you have one, or how you support yourself if you 
have no family. 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator McCarrny. Have you been engaged in espionage during 
the month of August of this year? 

Mr. Tayvion. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator McCarruy. On the crounds of self-incrimination ? 

Mr. Taywor. Yes. 

Senator McCartruy. On the grounds of self-incrimination ? 

Mr. Taywtor. Yes. 

Senator McCarruy. Have you ever been employed by the Com- 
munist Party to create labor disorders, foment strikes ? 

(At this point Mr. Taylor conferred with Mr. McTernan.) 

Mr. Taytor. I decline to answer on the same grounds, the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator McCarrny. I think that will be all. 

In fairness to Mr. Rothschild’s counsel, Mr. Frosh, while he asked 
that Mr. Taylor be called ostensibly as a witness for Mr. Rothschild, 
I think it should be clear in the record that undoubtedly Mr. Frosh 
merely requested that Mr. Taylor be called because your name, Mr. 
Taylor, appeared in the testimony as one of those who had been asso- 
ciated with Mr. Rothschild. I don’t believe he hoped that vou would 
make a good defense witness for Mr. Rothschild. In view of the fact 
you have been called at his request, I think that should be very clear 
in the record. 
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Mr. Taylor, you will consider yourself under subpena until such 
time as you or your counsel is notified you are no longer under 
subpena. 

Has counsel identified himself in the record today, or not? 

Mr. McTrrnan. I will give the reporter my card. 

Senator McCarruy. Will you do that? 

(A card handed to the reporter by Mr. McTernan reads as follows :) 

MARGOLIS, MCTERNAN AND BRANTON 
Attorneys at Law 
112 West Ninth Street 
Los Angeles 15, California 
Phone VAndike 71538 
JoHN T. McTERNAN 

Senator McCartny. The hearing will recess until further call. I 
don’t know if we will have any further public hearings in Los Angeles. 
I am inclined to think not. 

I would like to thank Mr. Waters, the United States attorney, and 
Mr. Ross, the United States marshal, and Mr. Stillwell. They have 
all given us very fine cooperation. Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 11:30 a. m., Saturday, August 22, 1953, the hearing 
was recessed. ) 
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SATURDAY, AUGUST 29, 1953 


Untrep States SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met (pursuant to S. Res. 40, agreed to January 
30, 1953) at 10:30 a. m., in room 318 of the Senate Office Building, 
Senator Joseph R. McCarthy (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin. 

Present also: Francis P. Carr, executive director; Roy M. Cohn, 
chief counsel; Thomas W. La Venia, assistant counsel; Robert Jones, 
assistant to Senator Potter. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Philip Cole will be the first witness. 

Mr. Cole, if there is anybody you wish to have with you, you may 
call him up. 

Mr. Core. No, sir. 

The CHarrMan. You have been sworn already, Mr. Cole. You will 
consider yourself still under oath. 

Is Mr. Blattenberger here? Mr. Blattenberger, I wonder if you 
would come up also, if you will. 

We have a very few questions to ask of you, Mr. Blattenberger. 
You have taken over only very recently. 

Mr. Cole and Mr. Blattenberger, may I say that while I think your 
security leaves almost everything to be desired, I do want to com- 
pliment your Office for the complete and apparently wholehearted 
cooperation we have gotten from you. I might say it is the first de- 
partment that we have run into which doesn’t feel that secur ity means 
the secur ity of the bosses from embarrassment. I know that this testi- 
mony that is coming out may be very embarrassing to a number of you 
over there. Despite that, despite that fact, as far as my staff tells 
me, we have gotten complete cooperation from you. We have gotten 
all the information which we need to lay this whole picture bare. 
And it is a very heartening, healthy thing to find a department that is 
willing to let the public know what is going on, that is not trying to 
cover up, apparently, despite the fact that this, I assume, is rather 
embarrassing to a number of you. 


TESTIMONY OF RAYMOND C. BLATTENBERGER, PUBLIC PRINTER, 
AND PHILIP L. COLE, DEPUTY PUBLIC PRINTER, GOVERNMENT 
PRINTING OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. Buarrensercer. Well, you shall have our entire support as 
long as I am there, Mr. Senator. 
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The Cuamman. Thank you. I hope no one interprets this as an ap- 
proval of the security system you have, however. 

Mr. Cole, we have had a sizable amount of testimony concerning 
conditions while you were security officer in the Government Printing 
Ollice, and before we start asking you any questions, if you would 
care to make any comments, you may comment at as great length as 
you care to, 

Mr. Core. I will wait until you ask the question, and I will try to 
answer it. 

The Cuarrman, O. K. 

Let me ask you this. We have been dealing with communism and 
alleged communism and alleged espionage in your department. 
Would you feel it was a very grave threat to the security of the 
classified material if there were an organized gambling ring operating 
within the Government Printing Office / 

Mr. Core. That would be a possible source of a threat; yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Do you not think it would create an extremely 
dangerous situation, keeping in mind that if you had a gambling 
ring operating in the department, if one man gets ~~ in debt 
because of the bets he places, he would be very easily blackmailed 
into turning over classified material to some unauthorized person ? 

Mr. Cote. We have always thought that that was a possibility ; yes. 

The Cuamman. Well, I'am not trying to quibble over terms, but 
do you not think if there were an organized gambling ring within 
the GPO, that would be a very grave threat to the national security, 
in view of the type * work you are doing? 

Mr. Corr. Well, I can’t say that it would be a grave threat. It 
would certainly be against the best interests of the Government Print- 
ing Office, and probably the Government as a whole. 

The CuarrMan. Has it come to your attention that there is such an 
organized gambling ring within your department ? 

Mr. Coir. No, sir. The gambling situation is one that is ever pres- 
ent. There have been occasions when gambling has been investigated 
on rather an extensive front, and on a case basis. 

The CuatrrmMan. Would you be surprised if you were to learn this 
morning that there is a bookmaker with runners operating in your 
department? Would that surprise you? 

Mr. Cotz. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrrmMan. Have you heard the report that such is the case! 

Mr. Corr. No, sit 

The Carman. I am going to excuse both you gentlemen just for 
a minute or two. 

Will you step back ? 

I want to call a different witness. 

Mr. Lund.nark? Will you take the stand here, Mr. Lundmark? 

In front of the mike, please, so that I can hear you. 

Mr. Lundmark, you are reminded that you have already been sworn 
and the oath is still in effect. 

Mr. Lundmark, you are now working in the Government Printing 
Office; is that right ? 
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Mr. LunpmMark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Will you speak a little louder, sir? 

Mr. LunpMark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Will you put that mike over, so that we can all hear 


you ¢ 


Mr. LunpMark. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. And what type of work do you do in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office ? 

Mr. Lunpmark. I am a hand compositor. 

The CHamman. Pardon? 

Mr. LunpMmark. I am a hand compositor. 

The CuHairman. Your full name is Carl J. Lundmark, L-u-n-d- 
m-a-r-k. 

Mr. LunpMark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And your job principally is to take care of work 
that has been either mutilated or spoiled by some of the machine 
operators, 1s 1t not ¢ 

Mr. Lunpmark. No, sir. My work is correcting the mistakes that 
have been made on type. I don’t even see a finished product. 

The CHatrMan. In other words, if mistakes are made on type, you, 
is a hand compositor, correct those mistakes ¢ 

Mr. LunpmMark. I correct them; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Lundmark, how long have you been working 
in the Government Printing Office ? 

Mr. Lunpmarxk. Approximately 12 yea 

The CuHarrman. First let me say that . you are informed that you 
have the right to have counsel with you if you care to, to advise you. 
I gather from your testimony in executive session that you know a 
bit about the law yourself, so you may not need counsel. I gather you 
do not want counsel this morning. 

Mr. Lunpmark. I do not. 

The CHarrman. Do you operate a book within the Government 
Printing Office? 

Mr. Lunpmark. Under the fifth amendment, I decline to answer 
that question, because it might incriminate me. 

The CHairman. By a “book,” you understand what I mean: Take 
bets, and handle the bets yourself or pass them on to some other 
gambler. You understand what I mean by operating a book, I assume. 

Mr. Lunpmark. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. I understand you said you refused to answer on 
the grounds that an answer might incriminate you. 

Mr. LunpMmark. I declined to answer. 

The Cuarrman. You are entitled to that privilege if you feel that 
an answer might tend to incriminate you. You are working in the 
Government Printing Office as of today ? 

Mr. Lunpmark. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. The answer is “yes” ? 

Mr. LunpmMark. Yes. 

The CuatrMan. Do you have any man working under you, under 
your supervision, or any coworkers, who act as ‘ee runners ¢ 

Mr. Lunpwark. Under the fifth amendment, I decline to answer 
that question, because it might incriminate me. 
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The Cuamman. Do you know a man called Chick? 

Mr. Lunpmark. Under the fifth amendment, I decline to answer 
that question, because it might incriminate me. 

The Cramman. Is it not a fact that Mr. Winewriter has acted as 
a runner for you insofar as the making of the book is concerned, and 
that Mr. Winewriter also works in the Government Printing Office ? 

Mr. LunpmMark. Under the fifth amendment, I decline to answer 
that question, because it might incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You are entitled to refuse. 

Is there a Mr. William Jasnowsky still working in the Government 
Printing Office ? 

Mr. Lunpmark. I think he does. 

The Cuamman. Has Mr. Jasnowsky, J-a-s-n-o-w-s-k-y, acted as one 
of your runners? 

Mr. Lunpmark. Under the fifth amendment, I decline to answer 
that question, because it might incriminate me. 

The CHatrmMan. What is your income from your job in the Printing 
Office ? 

Mr. LunpMark. Approximately $5,200 to $5,300 last year. 

The Cramman. Is it a fact that you made over $25,000 last year 
operating a book within the Printing Office? 

Mr. Lunpmark. Under the fifth amendment, I decline to answer 
that question, because it might incriminate me. 

The CHatrman. You are entitled to decline if you feel it might 
incriminate you. 

You are excused, Mr. Lundmark. 

I do not believe we will need this witness any more. 

One or two other questions : You have a farm, a 35-acre farm ? 

Mr. LunpmarK. Ido. I should say I own it, but there is a mortgage 
on it. 

The Carman. Your son is in the racing business ? 

Mr. LunpMark. My son owns racehorses; yes, sir. 

The CHamman. And they are located on your farm, I assume? 

Mr. Lunpmark. He has six horses out in the farm. In fact, he 
will give one away to anybody that wants it, if they will take care of it 
and feed it and pasture it properly. 

The CuHarrMan. You say he has six horses. He has six mares and 
a number of racehorses, has he not? 

Mr. LunpMark. They are mares. They are past the stage of racing. 

The CuatrmMan. He also has horses inracing. Isthat right? 

Mr. Lunpmarx. He has five in racing now. 

The Cuamman. Five in racing? 

Mr. LunpMark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How many colts or horses does he have? 

Mr. L UNDMARK. On the farm we have one little colt. 

The Cuatmrman,. Either on the farm or off the farm 

Mr. LunpmMark. Just one little colt. You are talking about young 
colts? 

The Cuatrman. No; any kind of horses. 

Mr. Lunpmark. He has 11 all together, 5 at the track and 6 at 
home. 

The CuHarrman. May I say, Mr. Lundmark: We would not be check- 
ing into your private life outside of your work in the Printing Office 
except that I believe the committee feels and I think that every secu- 
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rity officer would feel that if there is an organized illegal eambling 
ring operating within the Printing Office, which handles the topmost 
secret material for every Government department, such as Army, 
Navy, and Atomic Energy, that would constitute a grave threat to our 
national security. We are not here for the purpose of investigating 
gambling, as such, you understand. We are not here for investigat 
ing into your private life, except insofar as it affects the security of 
this Nation. 

I do not believe we have any further questions of this witness. 

You are excused, Mr. Lundmark. You will be notified if we need 
you any further. 

Mr. LunpmMark. Thank you. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Cole? 

Mr. Blattenberger, will you also come up? 

In view of this testimony, do you | 


, lave any comments on what effect 
you think it might have upon the security in your department ? 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF RAYMOND C. BLATTENBERGER, PUBLIC 
PRINTER, AND PHILIP L. COLE, DEPUTY PUBLIC PRINTER, GOV- 
ERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. Buarrensercer. You want me to answer that ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, if you would care to. 

Mr. Biarrenpercer. Well, I certainly think it has a lot to do with 
the security of our department. And, frankly, if I may say so, from 
the testimony that was presented here, I ee rtainly feel that i my 
position | have A right to suspend eve xy man who hides behind the 
fifth amendment. And that shall be done. 

The Cuatrman. I heartily agree with you. 

[ Applause. | 

The Ciamman. Mr. Cole, were you notified as early as March 10, 
1948, by the head of the vice squad of Washington, D. C., that an 
organized gambling ring existed in the Government Printing Office, 
and were you at that time given the names of the runners as well as 
the man operating the book ? 

Mr. Corr. We had contact from the vice squad, I would say, about 
that time. Of course, your dates I couldn’t confirm. And we had 
lengthy discussions about the reports that they had received. And I 
wouldn’t say as to the names without going back and taking a look at 
the records. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Lundmark’s name was given you at that time 
as the bookmaker, was it not ? 

Mr. Col E. | eat answer ye ur q leStIONn. i clon’t remember, sir — 

The Coarrman. I will hand you a memorandum just to refresh your 
recollection. Would that refresh your recollection ? ; 

Mr. Cote. No, sir. 

The Cratmman. May I ask you, Mr. Blattenberger: As the new 
head of the department, do you feel that in view of the testimony we 
had about Communists working in the GPO, and now the information 
about an organized gambling ring, that the combination of the two 
would offer the most serious threat conceivable to the security of this 
Nation ? 

Mr. Buarrensercer. I certainly do, sir. 
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The Cuairman. Keeping in mind that a man working for the sal- 
aries people get in Government does get in debt and could easily be 
blackmailed by some Communist into h: inding out secrets ? 

Mr. Buarrensercer. I certainly do. In fact, I know it would be a 
threat. 

The Cuairman. Let me ask Mr. Cole: 

Is it correct that within the past 2 weeks you have ordered the 
removal of classified material that was accumulated over the past 8 

xr 9 years from the open shelves over in the GPO? 

Mr. Coin. No, sir; I have issued no such order. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know that an order has been issued to 
remove classified material from one of the rooms, from the open 
shelves, and that that job was completed as of yesterday ¢ 

Mr. Cote. No, sir; I do not know of an order that has been issued to 
that effect. 

The CHamman. Would you be surprised to learn that in your de- 


partment, the department in which you were the Deputy Administra- 
tor—is that it? 


Mr. Cote. Deputy Public Printer. 

The Cuamman. Would you be surprised to learn that in the past 
week the witness in charge has estimated that 20 tons of material has 
been removed; that that has accumulated over a period of 10 years 
since 1944; that about 2 tons of that was confidential material : that the 
balance was either unclassified or restricted ¢ 

Mr. Corr. No, sir; I would not be surprised at that. I think that 
is a continuing thing that happens all the time in the Government 
Printing Office, the handling of old material, the disposal of old 
material. 

The CHamrman. You do not know of any general cleanup order 
in the last week ? 

Mr. Corx. No, sir. 

The Cuarman. Would you be surprised to learn that confidential 
material was lying around in the open shelves, lying around as long 
as 8 years, av ailable to anyone who would walk in and pick it up, m 
a 3-sided room, 1 side completely open, no door upon it which could be 
locked? Would you be surprised to learn that ? 

Mr. Core. I would be very much surprised to learn that, since the 
security in the Government Printing Office is handled by all of the 
top-line officials, who have the authority, as well as the responsibility, 
for handling it. Probably the area you are talking about falls under 
the control of the Comptroller. The Comptroller is an old-line Gov- 
ernment official with many years of experience, and I am certain with a 
legal background and an investigative background that would give me 
implicit confidence that he would handle the material under him in a 
proper manner. 

The Cuamman. Well, let me ask you this: Would you say it would 
be handling confidential material in a proper manner if it were al- 
lowe«i to lie around in the open shelves, 2 tons of it, some of it as long as 
9 years, since 1944% Would you consider that proper? 

Mr. Corr. I am certain that the security regulations do not call for 
that kind of handling of that kind of material. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, would you consider that a proper handling of 
it, or would you consider that a very serious threat to our security ? 
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Mr. Coxe. I would think if that is so, that would be a slip on some- 
body’s part in security handling. 

The Cuairman. A slip? 

Mr. Coxe. Yes, sir. 

The CHamMan. Would you not say it would be a very serious slip ? 

Mr. Cote. I would guess it would. 

The CHarrman. Would you like to hear the witness who is in 
charge of that project, for your own information ? 

Mr. Coxe. It is str ictly up to you. We will hear it either here or at 
the Office. 

The CramrmMan. May I say, Mr. Cole, that we have a short time 
this morning and many questions to ask of you. We had a witness 
in executive session this morning who was in charge of the project. 
He testified under oath, and that testimony will be given to you, that 
he was in charge of the project, that he was orde red to clean out this 
material from the shelves, the open shelves, that he cleaned out what 
the workmen estimated as 20 tons. And believe it or not, they burned 
it. 

Mr. Cotr. That is the usual procedure for getting rid of old mate- 
rial in the Government Printing Office, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. Even if they are books? 

Mr. Cote. Well, if they are books, they generally go to the waste- 
paper de: alers. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Mr. Cote. But not classified material. 

The CuarrMan. That they burned about 2 tons of confidential ma- 
terial; that it was located in a room, a 3-sided room with 1 side having 
no wall, and therefore it could not be locked, up until about 2 years 
ago; that 2 years ago, there was a gate put on the room; and that to 
his knowledge that gate has been locked at night for the past 2 years, 
but that people had free access to the room and could go into it when- 
ever they cared to? Are you aware of that situation ? 

Mr. Coz. That general file situation, the location and shape of the 
room, I am familiar with, of course. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Blattenberger, I have here what appears 
to be a very unusual order, worse than unusual, I should say. I am 
going to give it to you first and see if you recognize that when you 
signed this order it apparently was a carryover of the security regula- 
tions of the old administration. The document which I had is signed 
May 8, 1953. It is entitled “Revised.” We checked this against the 
previous order in effect, and apparently the revisions are merely 
minor. I am going to hand this to you and see whether you are 
aware of having signed this. I just want to know whether or not 
that is your signature, and then I want to ask you some questions about 
it. 

Mr. BuLatrensBerGer. That is my signature, but I don’t recall 
whether I signed it or not. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Cole, would you recall the issuance of that 
order? 

Mr. Cote. Yes, sir. That would have been an administrative order 
that would have been issued through the Personnel Department. 

The CHatrMAn. Would you hand that back to me? I would like 
to ask you some questions about it, if I may. Thank you very much. 
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I find this order sets forth the punishment for those who violate 


security. It is rather unusual, insofar as it concerns the punishment 
for divulging secret and top-secret material. ; 

| thi k this has been read nto the l cord b fore, Lyurt | believe it 
should be again just to make sure it is in the record. 

I} s the definition of t P-Sec ret information at d material. the 


security aspect of which is paramount, and the unauthoris zed «lis 


closure of which would cause exceptionally grave damag 


Nat ion, 


rhe top-secret category is reserved for information which in and of itself, if 
disclosed without authorization, would reasonably be expected to lead ultimately 
to one or more of the following results 

(a) Initiation of war against the United States by a foreign government 
countermeasure against plans or intentions disclosed 

(b) Defeat of planned operations of war of the United States if launched. 

(c) Loss by the United States of a scientific or technical advantage of suf 
ficient military importance as to affect materially the course or outcome of a wa 
or major operation 


to the 


Now. | would like to re id from th direct Ve the pul The t W ch 


you mete out to those who give out that type of material, if Ima 


For divulging co dential, secret, or top-secret information without proper 
iuthorit the first offense: Minimum punishment, 30 days; maximu punish 
ment, remova Second offense 


in other words, the second time you give out material that could cause 
us to lose a war, the second time you give out material which could 
cause the destruction of our cities and the death of perhaps million 
of Americans 


Second offense, removal from office. Third offense, removal from office 


| assume that the third is in case you did not get around to acting 
in the second 

This, to me, seems just unbelievable beyond words. When I saw 
this document, I said, “It cannot be the truth. This isa fake. There 
could be no such order.” We checked, and I may say your depart 
ment was sufficiently cooperative to give us their copy, which was the 
same as ours. I just wonder if Mr. Blattenbe ‘rger would care to com 
ment on that. 

In wartime, you know, if a man in the field divulged even confi 
dential material, let alone top secret, he would be court-martialed. 
This is treason, you see, divulging top-secret material. And to say, 
“We will suspend him for 30 days” is just unbelievable to me, and I 
wonder if you would care to comment on it. 

Mr. BuatTrENBERGER. Me, sir? 

The CHarmrMANn. Yes. 

Mr. Buarrensercer. I would say this: In the last few weeks, pan 
tir ilad ly ince you have been bringing these questions to the fore. I 

ealized the seriousness of what could go on at the Government P1 
ing Office, and I agree with you 100 percent. Conditions like that 
are not voing to exist. 

The Cnamman. I may say that I realize full well that in taking 
over that Office you were handed, I assume, hundreds of orders to sign. 
You were assured by your coworkers who have been there that these 
are merely a continuation of good security regulations. I realize the 
tremendous work you have; that you do not read every siete. You 
cannot possibly read every document you sign. I would strongly urge 
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at this order be countermanded. 1 think the punishment in case of 
divulging top-secret material should be the immediate transmission 
to the Justice Department, the immediate ind ctment, the immediate 
trial for treason, rather than a 30-day suspension. 

| Applause. | 

Mr. Co.e. Senator, m: L\ Il comment on your statement ¢ 

The Cuamman. Yes, I would be glad to have you do that. 

May I ask you first, Mr. Cole: How long has this order been in 
effect. Do you know? This apparently is a continuation of an old 
order. 

The first order which I received was dated L9D1. 

Mr. CoLe. l can’t tell you, Sir. without volng hack in the record. 

The CHatrMan. You may comment upon this as freely as you 
care to. : 

Mr. Coir. O. K. Thank you, sir. I think that pee assumptions 
are wrong in this particular case. I think that vou are interpreting 
what is in black and white, eh] isa case in all law oper: ation. There 
is certainly no intention that a violation of top security would receive 
a minimum of 30 days’ suspension. I would say that there are all 
kinds of violations of all kinds of security regulations. and all of them 
have degrees. If a oo rson inadvente ntly mentioned that there was a 
top-secret document, or its title, that would be one thing; and actually 
transmitting or aot that information to someone else would be 
entirely different. 

I think you will find as we go along that in every case where we have 
had any indication that anything serious was the matter, it has been 
tr: ansmitted to the Justice De partment for their findings 

The Cuairman. Have vou tr usmittecd any cases to the Justice De 
partment since you have been in the GPO? 

Mr. ¢ YOLE, All « of the so-called loy: lt y Cases have been referred to 
the Justice Depa rtment to see whether there was cause for criminal 
action, and certainly the cases that have come before the board re- 
cently—we have answers from the Justice Department that no cause 
for criminal action exists, and therefore the cases being considered 
are closed. I believe that that is directly In CONtTrast to your interpre 
tation, and believe me I am not trying to fight with you. Iam merely 
trying to bring out the points, 

The CuairMan. [am not trying to interpret. Iam merely reading. 


This does not say “divulging the fact that a top-secret document 


exists.” This says, “divulging contidential, secret, or top-secret 
information.” 
Mr. Corr. That is right. That is what it says. And I think my 


interpretation of it is what it means. 

The Ciamman. Now, did you transmit the Bertha Lomack case to 
the Justice Department ! 

Mr. Cour. Yes. sir. The Bertha Lomack case went to the Justice 
Department, and the Justice Department ruled there was no cause 
for erimimal action, and the case was being closed. 

The Crarman. Did you transmit to them the information that 
she was caught stealing confidential material ¢ 

Mr. Cote. That I cannot be sure of at the moment. 

The Cuamman. Actually, is it not a fact that you did not transmit 
that; that you transmitted a loyalty clearance to the Justice Depart- 
ment? See if my facts are correct: Did you not tri ansmit to the Jus- 
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tice Department the information that the Loyalty Board had found 
against Bertha Lomack, and that yor had reversed that and given 
her clearance, and was that not merely a routine transmission “of 

loyalty clearance to the Justice Department? Is it not true that 
when she was then caught stealing confidential material no informa- 
tion of any kind concerning that was sent to the Justice Department ? 

I may say that is the information we have. If that is not correct, I 
would like to know. 

Mr. Coin. Well, you asked a lot of questions in one. Maybe if we 
take them a piece at a time, I might be able to answer them a little 
better. 

We did make a formal report to the FBI on the Bertha Lomack 
case, and to my knowledge we did not report that she had picked up 
a piece of restricted material, not confidential material. 

The CHarMAn. Just a minute. The testimony is that it was confi- 
dential. Do you know that it was restricted ¢ 

Mr. Coir. The testimony in our record shows that it was a piece of 
restricted material. It was not a document. It was a signature of a 
restricted job, which is the lowest classification in the order. 

The Cuatrman. Did you know it was restricted? I ask that in 
view of the sworn testimony that it was confidential material. 

Mr. Coxe. I only know what our record shows, sir. 

The Cuatrrman, Was that transmitted to the Justice Department ? 

Mr. Cote. That I would not know. 

The CHarrman. Now, I wonder if you could explain the handling 
of a typical case in your department. Let us take the Rothschild 
case. In that case, according to Mr. Hipsley, you had apparently the 
most complete and thorough investigation that the FBI could con- 
duct. Ithink that it did an outstanding job. And you had the names 
of 40 informants, who would testify as to the Communist activities 
of Mr. Rothschild. You had the statement by a coworker that he had 
stolen classified material. The FBI notified you that they had a 
trusted undercover agent who attended Communist meetings with his 
wife, that his wife was not merely a member of the Communist Party 
but a top functionary. I wonder if you could tell us why no one was 
called except people whom Mr. Rothschild asked you to call; in other 
words why only so-called defense witnesses were called. 

Mr. Corse. I can answer a few of your questions. That particular 
one I can’t answer. I was not a member of the loyalty board. As 
far as I know, the chairman of that board has not been called for 
questioning. He could probably give you the answers as you asked 
them. And, to my knowledge, there are no 40 informants who testi- 
fied as to the Communist activity of this man in the record, and that is 
merely my observation in looking over the record. There are very 
few of the informants in that particular case who testify as to the 
communistie activities of Mr. Rothschild, and a great many of the 
so-called 40 informants testify as to a very fine character and a per- 
sonal agreement that the man is a solid and loyal citizen. 

The CuHamman. Is that your testimony, that some of the 40 so 
testified ? 

Mr. Corz. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Then you claim Mr. Hipsley, the man who ap- 
peared here, the acting chairman of the board, was lying to the 
committee? We have his testimony. We are getting it for you. 
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Mr. Coz. You said, I recall, that first day the boss and I came up, 
that you were going to let us have the testimony before the executive 
sessions. So far we have not seen it. So, of course, I am not going 
to say that Mr. Hipsley was lying, because in my opinion Mr. Hipsley 
is an honest, loyal, and very capable and able person. He has been 
in personnel work for a great many years, and he is a member of the 
board. He was not the chairman of the board in this particular 
case or in any other cases. 

The CuarrMan. Just a minute. Let us keep the facts straight, Mr. 
Cole. 

He was the acting chairman of the board. Your record shows that. 

Mr. Corie. He was the acting chairman of the board dvring one 
of the hearings. Mr. Cristofane was the chairman of the board 
during the entire investigation of Mr. Rothschild with the exception 
of this one hearing, where the record will show that in the absence 
of Mr. Cristofane, Mr. Hipsley acted as chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Well, let us keep the record straight. There were 
two hearings. 

Mr. Corr. That is right. 

The Cyatrman. Mr. Hipsley was chairman during one. Mr. Cris- 
tofane was chairman during the other. 

Mr. Core. But that is two hearings. This case would probably 
have run for many meetings outside of two. 

The CHarrmman. Let us get back to this: You said you were not a 
member of the Board. You passed upon the board’s findings? 

Mr. Cote. No, sir. 

The Cuarman. You did not? 

Mr. Coir. No, sir. The Rothschild case never came before me; nor 
did any other case before the loyalty board which would have an 
approved finding or a favorable finding. The results, the returns, 
of the loyalty board were final in all of those cases. 

The CHatrmMan. How about the Lomack case 

Mr. Coir. The Lomack case was one of the « cases that had an un- 
favorable finding on it, and, under the loyalty procedures, the accused 
had a right to an appeal to the Public Printer. The Public Printer 
had a right to either hear it or appoint somebody to hear it for him, 
and in that particular case he designated me as his representative to 
hear the appeal of Bertha Lomack. 

The CuHatrman. All right. You were the security officer at that 
time ? 

Mr. Corr. Being the security officer had nothing to do—— 

The CuarrmMan. Were you the security oflicer at that time? 

Mr. Core. Yes, sir 

The CuHatrman. Is it correct that while you were security officer 
there were 35 cases of individuals accused of either disloy uty or of 
being bad security risks; that the board found in favor of 33; that 
they found against 2; that in the case of the 2 they found naninat 
you reversed—how many—I or 2% 

Mr. Core. To get back to straightening it out, as you say, let me 
answer the question that the decision of the board was reversed by the 
Public Printer. The Public Printer makes all of the policy decisions 
and all of the determinations in the Government Printing Office. 
When the Public Printer designated me to act as his representative 
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in hearing the Lomack appeal, I recommended to the Public Printer 
that the find nes of the loy: alty board be = aside and that they be 
reversed. The reversal of the decision of the ] ovalty board was a deci- 
sion made by the former Public Printer. 

The Cuairman. Well, now, I am just trying to get the particular 
setup over there. As security officer, you mean to say that you would 
not see a file, you would not review a case, unless the board found the 
man ci loyal and ordered his discharge ? 

Mr. Core. That is right. It would have to be an adverse fitiding 
by the board before it would come to me. 

The Cuairman. As security oflicer, did you take any interest in 
these cases of alleged communism in the de ‘partment ¢ 

Mr. Coxe. As security oflicer, I took very little interest in it in the 
manner in which you seem to indicate because we figured, or-L figured 
that we had topflight people, peop le of unquestionab le integrity, work- 
ing on it, and in handling an operation the size of the Government 
Printing Office, you establish an organization, you set up people at 
ths h eads of your various branches, and then you expect them to take 
the respons bility, and you assign them the necessary authority so that 
they can comp lete their job. All of the me ‘:mbers of the loyalty board, 
in my opinion, are topflight, high-class, qualified men. 

The CuarrMan. Now, we are not talking about integrity. We are 
talking about competence in handling these cases. 

Do you think that the Rothschild case was handled well? 

Mr. Coie. I can’t answer your question too well because I haven’t 
had time to study the Rothse hild case to that extent. I would have 
implicit confidence that the committee, the loyalty board, acted in 
the best interest or with the best of their ability, with the material 
they had at hand, and under the circumstances they were working 
under at the time. 

The CuarrmMan. In other words, you approve of their actions in the 
Rothschild case. You see, you were the security officer, Mr. Cole, in 
«x department handling top secrets from every branch of the Govern- 
ment. A spy there would be 10 times as dangerous as a spy in the 
State Department or in the milit: ry alone. 

Now, as security officer, you say you took very little interest in the 
cases of alleged communism. You de pended upon the loyalty board. 

[ now ask you: Do you now approve of what that loyalty board did 
in the Rothschild case? 

Mr. Corr. Well, you are asking a question that is almost impossible 
to answer, because a great deal of material is now available on the 
Rothschild case that was not available to the members of the board 
when they heard and checked into the Rothschild case. 

The CHarrMan. May I say to you, Mr. Cole, and I know you are not 
deliberately falsifying, that what you have said just simply is not the 
fact: that this committee has merely taken the witnesses that were 
availab “a to you during all the time you were passing upon the Roths- 
child case. And inst ead of calling the witnesses that Mr. Rothschild 
would sale us to call, we called the people available to you. And that 
is why there is more information today. The FBI has done a com- 
plete and tremendous job here. I don't believe- -Mr. Cc ohn, am I cor- 
rect /—that we have called a single witness, so far as I know, who was 
not available to this committee, with the exception of Mrs. Markward, 
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who was not available until 1951, at the time the FBI wrote you, and 
said, “Undercover Agent Markward, whose testimony we have given 
you, is now available, because we have taken her out of the under- 
ground.” 

So with the exception of Markward, every witness we have called has 
been available. 

Mr. Coun. No doubt about it, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Cote. I think that is not a true statement, siz 

The CuHarrman. Which one do you think was not available? 

Mr. Core. I don’t think Phillips was available to us. That is just 
an assumption or a guess, because I am not too familiar. 

The Cuarrman. Let me correct you in that as I go along. Mr. 
Phillips testified before the Dies committee. 

Mr. Corr. And we did not receive that testimony until the 25th day 
of August last. When it came to us, it came to us as of the 25th day 
of August, dated the 25th day of August, and to my knowledge we had 
not seen it previously to that. 

The CHairMan. May I say again, to refresh your recollection, that 
that cannot be the case, because your own files show that the FBI had 
reported Mr. Phillins’ testimony to you. That was available to your 
loyalty board, as far as we know, at both the hearings. 

Is that not correct, on Cohn ? 

Myr. Conn. Yes, si 

The CHarrRMAN. So that you did have the information. 

Mr. Core. If it is in there, it is an error on my part for saying it 
isn’t, but : my knowledge the Dies committee report came to us as of 
the 25th of August. 

The CuatrmMan. It is referred to in your own files. Do you know 
of : ag other witness we have called that was not available to you? 

Mr. Coir. A witness that we assume you called, since we see it in the 
press, pea be Miss Guess, and, in my information, or in looking back 
over the files, it appeared that Miss Guess at the time was in New 
Orleans. 

The Caiman. You mean you did not call her because she was that 
far away ¢ 

Mr. Cote. We don’t have any money to transport witnesses or any 
of that sort of thing. We are not an investigative agency, sir. And I 
am certain the chairman of the board could tell you much better, but 
it would be my belief that since they had the FBI testimony, or the 
report from Miss Guess, it would have been considered unnecessary to 
call Miss Guess. 

The Cuarrman. You say the reason you did not call her was because 
you did not have money / 

Mr. Corr. No: I don’t say that. I say that could have been one 
of the reasons. I was not on the board. Why the chairman of the 
board didn’t call her would be an answer he would have to make 
for himself, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I am not trying to cross-examine you. I am just 
trying to find out the reason behind the clearance of Rothschild, 
whether or not that is what you approved of then and if you approve 
of it today. You said we h: ad witnesses that were not available to you. 
First you name Phillips. We point out that Phillips’ name is men- 
tioned in your own files. The FBI had given you a report on his 
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testimony; apparently the same as he testified before our committee. 

I asked you to name another witness. You said Miss Guess. You 
now tell us you knew about her but you did not call her for some 
reason or other. Do you know of any witness unin we have called 
who was not available to you if you wanted to do what we have been 
doing here? 

Mr. Coir. Outside of the two I have mentioned, I do not believe 
I know of any. The witnesses that we re c ‘alled were also interviewed 
by the FBI, I believe the reports will show, by the loyalty board. 

The Cuamman. You have had the testimony of the FBI to the 
effect that Mrs. Rothschild was not merely a member on the lower 
strata of the Communist Party but one of the top functionaries, an 
officer. You had the testimony that meetings -were held at the Roths- 
child home, that Mr. Rothschild had solicited people to join the Com- 
munist Party. Do you think it was good practice not to call Mrs. 
Rothschild and put her under oath? 

Mr. Coir. It would probably have been, under circumstances now, 
a better pract ice tocall her. 

The Cuarrman. It “probably” would have been ? 

Mr. Coir. But that, again, is an answer that the chairman of the 
board would have to make, sir. 

Che CuHarrmMan. Well, now, you were the security officer. You were 
in Charge. 

Mr. Coir. No, sir. 

The CHamman. You were charged with the security of that de- 
partment. 

| Applause. | 

‘The Cuamman. I would appreciate it if there would be no applause 
in the audience. I would appreciate it very much. 

Mr. Core. I believe there are two different things involved. Loyalty 
board procedure is one thing, and the security officer is another thing. 

The Cuarman. Do you feel that it was unwise not to have called 
Mrs. Rothschild ? 

Mr. Cote. Iam not prepared to make that statement. 

The CHarrman. You do not know today whether it was or it was 
not ¢ 

Mr. Core. I would guess “—~ the testimony that it might have 
been better to have called her, but the board certainly had the report 
from the investigative agency before them, and they supposedly con- 
sidered all of the points “that were before them. 

The CuHairman. Mr. Blattenberger, may I ask you a few questions? 
I would like to know this: I think we have very clearly the attitude 
of Mr. Cole. I would like to know what you think about this. First, 
let me ask you this: You have been referring to testimony which you 
did not receive. If you asked my staff for any information and it was 
not turned over to you, I would like to know about it now. 

Mr. Core. We didn’t ask them, because we didn’t think it was 
necessary. At the closed hearing, executive session, you personally 
advanced the idea that you thought we should see the executive testi- 
mony, and that you would transmit the executive testimony in all of 
this case as soon as it was prepared. 

The Cuarrman. I told you we would give you anything that you 
would ask for. We will still do that. I may say this: that the com- 
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mittee does not have funds to make extra copies of testimony for you. 
You will have to make arrangements with the reporter. The reporter 
has been informed that whenever you want any evidence of any nature 
whatsoever—we do not care how executive the session—you may have 
that. All you need do is ask. You see, I cannot follow you around 
and try and force information on you. 

So, Mr. Blattenberger, may I say to you that if there is anything 
you want that this committee has, dealing with your denn at 
any time, you may get it by merely calling Mr. Cohn or Mr. Carr, and 
that will be available to you immediately, except where a litional 
copies must be made by the reporter, at which time you will get them 
by paying the reporter the usual rate which he charges for the copy. 

All right. Now, may I ask Mr. Blattenberger this question: I am 
curious to know what, if any, changes will be made in the security 
setup. Do you feel that the practice which has been indulged in in the 
past— -that 1s, of calling only the witnesses whom the man accused of 
Communist connections asked to be called, should be continued, or do 
you think you should call all of the available witnesses and get the 
entire picture? 

Mr. Biarrenpercer. I certainly think we should call all available 
witnesses, sir. 

The Cuarrman. There is another thing about your department, Mr. 
Blattenberger, that disturbs me very much. It is this: that while we 
have a new security setup, a setup where a man’s coworkers no longer 
pass upon his security, the board being comprised of individuals from 

various departments, in the Government Printing Office, the indi- 
vidual who decides whether or not the case will go to this new board 
happens to be the same individual who cleared the people involved. 
And I just wonder if that is not an extremely bad setup, for this 
reason : 

If I had been your security officer, or not yours but the security 
officer of the old administration, for the past 8 years, and if I had 
cleared people like Kornfield, the Rothschilds, and the other 35 differ- 
ent cases, I assume that, human nature being what it is, I might 
hesitate before saying to the new board: “I made a mistake in these 
cases. I want you to take a look-see at them.” I assume you would 
be more inclined to say: “Let us forget about it.” It would seem to 
me that the new security setup should have different people handling it 
from those that handled it before, especially when you have cases like 
the Rothschild case, the Kornfield case, and others. I am not trying 
to run your department. I merely make the suggestion that it looks 
extremely bad to us, and I believe the results here show it. 

I would like to, if I may, ask you some questions in regard to this 
Rothschild case, and I want to compliment you upon the speed with 
which you acted when the Rothschild case was brought to your atten- 
tion, something very pleasantly surprising to the committee. 

Do you feel that this type of handling of a case adequately protects 
the national security? Or do you think, as I started to ask you 
before, that where you have all this vast amount of information you 
should call on only the so-called defense witnesses rather than those 
who will place the man in the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Buatrensercer. I will agree with you that hindsight is better 
than foresight, but with the information that has been brought out, 
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I certainly would not be of the opinion that the way it was handled— 
now, Lam in no position to say on what basis they worked back in those 
times, because I haven’t quite completed 4 months. 

The CriarrMan. I quite understand that. 

Mr. Buarrenpercer. And you can be assured that I have been try- 
Ing to investigate this thing. There are many things to be done up 
there. 

The CrarrmMan. I most certainly heartily agree. 

Mr. Buarrensercer. One of the things: I took a trip through our 
plant to see our physic: al security. I wouldn’t say to you that I am 
pe rfectly happy with it. For that reason, I checked into who might 
check our physical sec urity, and I have written to the Secretary of 
Defense and asked them to come in with whatever group they might 
have to check over our physical security and let us have their opinion 
as to whether or not our physical security is what it should be. 

The CuatrMan. Do you not feel, Mr. Blattenberger, that the clear 
ance of Rothschi*d, with all the information available, indicates the 
most abysmal incompetence you have ever witnessed? Iam not speak 
Ing of Incompetence as printers. I am not indicating that there is 
anything evil about the men who cleared him. But do you not think 
that indicates about the most abysmal IncoMipele nee with which you 
have ever come in contact ? 

Mr. Buarrensercer. Well, with the knowledge that I have now 
from your investigations, | am afraid I have to agree with you. 

The Cuarrman. And I may say that while the committee would 
perhaps like to take credit for uncovering this, actually it was all 
there, al there in black and white before, and I think this should 
help to lay to rest the claim that committees should not investigate 
Communists in Government, and that we should leave it up to the FBI. 

Mr. Buarrensercer. I agree with you a hundred percent. 

The Caairnman. I think this hearing shows that no matter how good 
a job the FBI does, if those in charge of security in a particular 
department ignore that information, there is nothing the FBI ean 
do except wait and hope that some day a committee or some com- 
petent security oflicer will dig into the matter. 

Is it correct, Mr. Blattenberger, that within the past few days there 
have been transferred to the Library- — 

Mr. Buarrenspercer. | have a cOpy of a letter, or a copy of those 
things, that I would like to turn over to you, sir. 

May I give you these? 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you. 

Would you like to have these in the record and made avail: ib le to 
the press, or are they just for the attention of the committee 

Mr. Biarrensercer. You can use it in whatever way you w: ant. 

The CuairMan. I think the press might be interested in this, and it 
indicates that steps are being taken. 

Mr. Buarrensercer. The information on the bottom there is a rec- 
ord of the action that is after the order was issued. It shows what 
has been done. 

The Cuarrman. I think this is excellent, Mr. Blattenberger. I may 
say that I have just received a call that is very urgent. 

‘We are going to have a hearing in New York Monday morning 
early. 
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The information, I am sure, will be of considerable interest to you. 
We will be glad to give you a re port on that Mo di: ay afternoon. l 


think we will have to adjourn right sho tly because of that. I may 
say that from your letter you feel that these names of individuals 
suspected of Communist activities transferred to the Library should 


some of them may be proven to be entirely innocent at a later date. 

Mr. BuatrenBercer. I had a letter I got last night from one of those 
individuals, and I would like to turn it over to you, because this man 
is questioning it and is pel fectly willing to be called up to be either 


not be made public, and I agree with you, in view of the fact that 


proved ouilty or not eullt Vy. And I think I would send that over to 
your committee Mond: ay, so that you might look into that particular 
individual. Because if we are unfairly diknie scanetlicen to 14) indi- 


vidual, I know you do not want it done, either. 


The CHAIRM AN, We have no intention of makn Oy these names public. 
They are in the executive record. May I say that when we send you 
over a copy of an executive record, you are bound, under our con- 
tempt rules, not to make an executive session public. The names of 
the individuals I will not give. I will merely give their number. 
There are 15 whom you have transferred away from the GPO over 
to the Library. 

Mr. Buarrensercer. The Library of Congress. 

The CHatrman. So that they will not have access to the material 
until you have finished an investigation of them. 

Either rightly or wrongly, the 15 have been accused of Communist 
activities, I understand. 

May I say, Mr. Cole, that I know you have statements you will want 
tomake. You will be given a full op portunity todo that. You may 
prepare any statement you care to and put it in the record and give it 
to the press. Iam going to have to adjourn now, and we will have a 
meeting Monday in New York at 9 o’clock, Monday morning, and 
there will be an executive session, and I will keep you informed, Mr. 
Blattenberger. 

May I say again: Do not depend upon my memory to send you every- 
thing. If there is anything you want, just call upon me to do it. 

We will adjourn until Monday morning in executive session. 

(Whereupon, at 11: 45 a. m., the hearing was recessed subject to the 
call of the Chair.) 
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SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 
No. 1 
[Administrative Order No. 67, Supplement No, 1—September 1, 1953] 
PHOTOGRAPHIC IDENTIFICATION BADGES 


To further strengthen the security program, each employee of the Government 
Printing Office is to be provided with a photographic identification badge to 
supplement the regular identification card which must be carried by employees 
at all times and shown upon request of guards or officials. 

Photographic badges will be carried by employees and displayed as indicated 
as soon as these are issued, distribution of the badges having been started. 

Effective September 3, 1953, the following procedure will govern the use of 
photographic badges: 

1. Badges are to be displayed prominently at all times when at work and upon 
entering or leaving the work areas and buildings. It will be mandatory that 
all employees wear their badges on their outer clothing over or near the heart 
except female employees may display their badges by using a ribbon or other 
suitable material fastened around the neck, provided that they do not work 
on moving equipment, where a necklace may create an occupational hazard. 

2. An employee reporting for work without his badge will be identified only 
at the Guard Office at the North Capitol Street entrance of Building No. 3. An 
officer of the Guard will identify the employee and will issue a temporary badge 
which must be returned by the employee to the Guard Office at the end of the 
tour of duty. 

3. Failure to have photographic badge will be cause for corrective action. 

4. Badges are Government property and must be returned when an employee 
leaves the service. 

Your cooperation in the operation of this additional security measure will be 
appreciated. 

RAYMOND BLATTENBERGER, Public Printer. 





No. 2 
[Administrative Order No. 71, Amended August 31, 1953] 
WORKING RELATIONSHIPS AND CORRECTIVE ACTION 


To ALL EMPLOYEES: 

As a member of the Government Printing Office personnel you are one of a com- 
munity of approximately 7,000. Here, just as in any other community, regulations 
are needed to promote harmony and good working relationships and by under- 
standing them you know what is expected of you. Violations will be cause for 
corrective action varying from a warning to removal depending on the seriousness 
of the infraction. 

Identification Cards 

GPO identification cards are given employees at the time of entrance on duty 
and must be carried by employees at all times and shown upon request of guards 
or officials. 


145 








146 SECURITY GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICI 


41 

| ire required t e 1 \ r il endance and at tl r post of duty 
! I tt becini ( I Ul pective kin }’ ods 
l Lead, € ‘ re} epor rw | ore than 30 minutes be 
f ’ { ‘ ome n BO inutes afte ing tim Phey 

‘ ‘ f buildings j ile I a d to leave by desig 

I ‘ 1 ft ul worl ! the s { tha unch and quitting 
t 

ib 

i ( iw rl Wi ecinust I CSS re to not er 
s ‘ ‘ “ ing d of ( { n thereafter as | j 

ly \ ( I re { rwo eci I #1 ivoidal re rrence 
n t l ssible ! i ft wh b Thee 
I I determine wheth nem ee W be marked “I ed” or 
\ it pe n”’ in suel nee Ln employee who fa t yun) 
I ‘ I pervisor on the first day he retains awa ‘ work will be 
mia Absent without permission” and in addition to being carried in a nonpay 
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ees reporting for duty after the beginning of their regular tour of duty 
a juired to sign a late entrance pass at the guard desk even though prior 
app il has been obtained, All disapproved late entrances are charged to leave 


fhe granting of leave is in accordance with the Annual and Sick Leave Regula- 
tions for Federal Employees. Decisions relative to leave matters are made by the 
Comptroller, subject to approval by the Public Printer. Any intentional mis- 
representation of fact, in order to secure advantages or benefits to which an 
en ‘ s not entitled under the regulations will be considered cause for cor- 
rective action. 


S 

Smoking is prohibited in elevators, corridors, stairways, and recognized hazard- 
ous | iil 

In workroom areas where smoking is permitted smoking will be allowed only 
when the employee is at his place of work such as bench, desk, or machine. Em- 
} eS e not permitted to smoke when moving about in the workroom nor to 

noke while operating hazardous machinery such a power saws, and in the imme- 
diate vicinity of proof presses. Smoking is not permitted the first hour or the 
last | r of the employee’s tour of duty. 

inployees shall use the ashtrays provided and shall not drop ashes or dis- 
carded cigars or cigarettes on the floor Ashtrays shall be emptied only in 
Bp containers provided for that purpose, 
Visitine 

] f will be held strictly accountable for the conduct of all nonem- 
ployees who may accompany them to those parts of the buildings they are 
authorized to visit, and any misconduct will be considered as sufficient grounds 


for the prompt removal of the offender from the building and corrective action 
against the employee involved 

Visiting among employees during working hours is strictly prehibited except 
for urgent reasons, and then only by permission of the officials in charge of the 
sections in which the employees are engaged; nor shall employees visit their 
own or other sections or parts of the buildings after the close of their own work- 
ing period unless by permission of the proper official or when accompanied by a 
guard Loitering, sleeping, or visiting in hallways, rest rooms, or elsewhere in 


the buildings during working hours is also prohibited 
Gifts 

A xzift to person in a higher official position or acceptance of such gift by a 
higher official is illegal (Title 5—U. S. Code, Section 113) Disregard of this 
prohibition will result in the separation of those involved 
Contributions 


No contributions for any purpose are to be solicited from the employees with- 
out the approval of the Public Printer, except that Chiefs of Divisions may per- 
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. : ' , . ifte on ctio 
mit voluntary contributions for the purchase of flowers or gifts in conne ion 
with employee weddings and departures. 


Loans 

Usurious loans, being a violation of the criminal statutes of the District of Co- 
lumbia, will be reported to the district 
necessary and will be used as the basis for the dismissal of any and all employees 
entering into usurious loan agreements. 

Any employee acting as a procurer for a loan of the type referred to in the 
preceding paragraph, or who accepts or gives anything of value for the making 
or procuring of such a loan in the Government Vrinting Office, will be dismissed 
from the service. 


Debis 

The continuous receipt of complaints regarding the nonpayment of personal 
bills by employees places a heavy burden upon the Office and is an indication 
that the employee is unreliable and does not seriously regard his employment 
Safety 

Injury caused by neglect or carelessness on the part of employees not only 
affects the employee concerned but seriously interferes with the production of 
the Office. Never attempt to operate any machinery or power equipment with 
out authority and suitable training 

An employee sustaining injury, no matter how trivial the injury ma 
shall notify his supervisor at once and report to the Medical Section for 
nation and treatment 





orney for such action as he may deem 





Packages 


All packages except those containing articles of a perishable or breakable na 
ture shall be checked at owner's risk with the guard at the proper entrances 
(Main entrances Buildings 1 and 4, 45 G Street, and H Street entrances Build- 
ing 3) unless the contents of said packages are to be used in connection with 
work in the Office. Articles checked must be reclaimed the same workday. 
Breakable or perishable items may be neither checked nor taken into work 
rooms. Equipment used in recreational activities, such as bowling shoes, musical 
instruments, or flags of veterans’ organizations, also cut flowers, may be taken 
in or out of the premises provided they are exposed to the view of guards 

Employees removing personal property from the Office will be provided with 
a property pass (Form GPO-2069) furnished by the official in charge of the 
division, office, or section who will inspect the packages. Guards have been 
instructed to open and inspect outgoing packages on occasion, notwithstanding 
the fact that such packages are covered by a pass. Packages may be taken out 
of the buildings only at the following doors: Main exits Buildings 1, 3, and 4, 
45 G Street, and H Street entrances Building 3. 

Damage or Loss of Plant Equipment 

Supplies and equipment furnished employees represent an expenditure of 
public funds. Avoid wasting supplies and equipment in order to obtain maximum 
service. No piece of equipment, no matter how small, may be destroyed if it 
carries a GPO Property Number. Report unserviceable or damaged equipment 
to your supervisor. Do not transfer equipment to other sections. When official 
property is lost or damaged, a Spoilage Report is submitted and if investigation 
establishes employee liability, the employee is subject to both cost of damage 
and corrective action, 

Poisons 

Employees will not fill or accept containers with denatured alcohol or other 
poisonous clleemicals without marking “poison” thereon 
Political activity 

Every employee is given a copy of the booklet “Political Activity * * * for 
Federal * * * Employees” or SF 61, “Information for Appointee,’ which contain 
Hatch Act rules, exe ‘ptions, and privilege s. Violation of Hatch Act rules or of 
Civil Service Rule IV will result in removal, 

Tele phones 

Telephones are not to be used for personal mess i 

during working hours, a telephone pass (Form 2082) may be obtained for use 


of public telephones in the lobbies of Buildings 1, 2,3, and 4. Incoming personal 
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calls will be routed to the Personnel Division and the message relayed promptly, 
except emergency calls, which will be transmitted direct to the employee called. 
Each person having a telephone on his desk is responsible for its proper use. 
Diseases 

An employee who has a communicable disease, or who has been exposed to a 
cummunicable disease, or an employee in whose home a communicable disease 
exists, must report the case to the Medical Director. 
Name, Address, and Home Phone 


Your signature to all office records should conform to your name as it appears 
on our official record and payroll. If your name is changed through marriage or 
court action, notify the Personnel Division immediately by letter. Inform your 
supervisor promptly of any change in address or home telephone number to 
facilitate prompt action in case of emergency. 

Bulletin Boards 


The bulletin board located in the cafeteria near elevator No. 1 contains general 
notices of interest. Other bulletin boards are located throughout the sections. 
All official notices are posted on these boards. Notices in the nature of political 
appeals and announcements, circulars, clippings, cartoons, cards, or any other 
matter that may create controversy or argument must not be posted on the 
bulletin boards or elsewhere in the buildings. 

Lockers 

Lockers provided for employees are to be used only for wearing apparel. 
Employees shall not place matches or combustible material of any kind in lockers 
or elsewhere about workrooms, except as may be authorized for official use. In 
sections where machinery is used persons handling oily rags or waste must at 
the close of their working period place the same in metal receptacles provided 
therefor. 

Employees are instructed to use the washrooms in the sections to which they 
are assigned. 

Lun hes 

Employees who bring their lunches may take them to the cafeteria during their 
reguiar lunch period. Employees may not eat lunch in a workroom or in any 
other part of the building. 

Elevators 

All elevators, stairways, and passageways must be used in an orderly manner 
at lunch time as well as on all other occasions; and running, jostling, overcrowd- 
ing, and similar dangerous practices are strictly prohibited. 

The elevators designated for use by a particular section must be used by the 
employees of that section. Except in unusual cases, employees must not use the 
elevators for less than three floors down or less than two floors up; nor are they 
permitted to talk to the operators or carry lighted cigars, cigarettes, or pipes in 
the elevators. 

Passenger elevators 32 and 33 at the North Capitol Street entrance to Building 
8 are designated primarily for persons regularly employed in the administrative 
offices on the eighth floor of the building. These elevators may be used by em- 
ployees who are disabled or sick, or in an emergency, and by employees who are 
entering or leaving the building at a time other than that of their regular tour 
of duty. 


Newspapers 

The reading during working hours of newspapers, books, or publications of 
any kind not connected with the official duties of the employee, and the writing 
of personal letters are strictly prohibited. 
Suspended or Discharged Employees 

Employees under suspension and those who have been separated for cause are 
excluded from the Office except to visit the Personnel Division, Room 104. 


Misconduct 


In addition to the preceding, the following practices are not permitted: 

Violation of civil-service regulations; fraud in examination or appointment; 
criminal, infamous, dishonest; immoral or notoriously disgraceful conduct; 
willful, noncompliance with, neglect, or refusal to perform assignments or in- 
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structions officially given; careless or intentional misrepresentation of fact to 
secure undue benefits including misstatements on work cards; unauthorized re- 
moval from the premises of any Federal property; destroying, damaging, or ap- 
propriating property of the Government Printing Office or any organization operat- 
ing in this Office; using Government material or equipment for private purposes ; 
performing personal work on Government time; marking or defacing walls or 
buildings ; concealing, removing, mutilating, obliterating, or destroying records or 
documents (if the guilty person was in charge of the records the law prescribes 
dismissal, $2,000 fine, 3 years’ imprisonment, and perpetual disqualification for 
Federal office); asking, accepting, or receiving bribes of any kind with the 
intent of having one’s decision on any official matter influenced thereby; un- 
official use of Government-owned or leased vehicles; reporting for duty or being 
on duty under the influence of intoxicating liquors; selling or unwarranted pos- 
session of intoxicating liquors on premises occupied by the Office; bringing into 
the buildings, or having while in the buildings intoxicating liquor or dangerous 
weapons; gambling; theft; insubordination; profanity; indecent of abusive 
language; any unclean or offensive personal habit; spitting on floors, walls, 
in drinking fountains or washbowls; boisterousness; horseplay; heckling; scuf- 
fling; quarreling; fighting; physical violence or threat thereof; inattention to 
duty; visiting in the cafeteria or candy counter during working hours; refusal 
to testiy according to Section 5.3 of civil-service rules; disloyalty to the United 
States; membership in any organization which advocates overthrow of the 
United States form of Government or striking against or the right to strike 
against or the right to strike against the United States Government; and sub- 
versive activity. 

Supervisors at all levels are responsible for providing the leadership and ex- 
ample that ordinarily will result in obtaining from employees willing and full 
compliance with instructions, established policies, procedures, rules, and reg- 
ulations, and with accepted standards of personal conduct. However, if an 
employee’s performance of duty or his personal conduct is unsatisfactory be- 
cause of neglest, failure, or unwillingness to comply, appropriate corrective action 
will be recommended. 

In all case where corrective action is recommended, the principle of like 
penalties for like offenses will apply. ‘To assist in this objective, the Schedule of 
Offenses and Penalties on the following pages will be used as a guide. Since 
the standards may not meet the specific circumstances of all situations, strict 
application is not mandatory. However, they will be adhered to as closely as 
practicable. The list is not intended to cover every possible type of infraction. 
Penalties for infractions which are not listed will be consistent with those for 
offenses of comparable seriousness as specified in the Schedule. (See notes at 
end of Schedule.) 
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NOTES 


1. Penalties for disciplinary offenses in general will fall within the ranges 
indicated herein. However, depending on the severity of the infraction and the 
past record of the employee, greater or lesser penalties may be imposed. A com- 
bination of infractions may be considered jointly and normally will warrant a 
more severe penalty than a single offense. Demotion is considered as an inter- 
mediate penalty which is less severe than removal. 

2. If the maximum penalty is not imposed for a third infraction, such maxi- 
mum shall be imposed, except in very unusual circumstances, for any subsequent 
infraction of the offense. 

3. Employees away from work without having been excused will be carried as 
“absent without permission” and will forfeit pay for the entire period of such 
absence. The penalties prescribed above for being absent without permission are 
in addition to such forfeiture of pay. 

4. Warnings normally will be given in writing specifying the offense, and be 
dated and signed by the Chief, Employee Relations Section. A copy will be 
placed in the employee’s personnel folder. 

5. Chapter C2-28 of the Federal Personnel Manual lists other offenses of a 
less common nature with prescribed penalties. 

6. Any instance where restricted, confidential, secret or top secret information 
s divulged without proper authority will be brought to the attention of the 
Justice Department for proper legal action, in addition to the imposition of the 
penalties outlined in the foregoing schedule. 

All orders and regulations or parts thereof which are inconsistent with the 
foregoing are hereby rescinded. ‘This order also supersedes “A Digest of Rules 
and Regulations for Employees of the United States Government Printing Office” 
approved Oct. 1, 1944. 

RAYMOND BLATTENBERGER, Public Printer. 


No. 3 
{Administrative Order No. 90, May 28, 1953—Revised September 1, 1953] 
EMPLOYEE SECURITY PROGRAM 


Pursuant to the authority contained in the Act of August 26, 1950, 64 Stat. 
476, and Executive Order No. 10450 of April 27, 1953, I hereby prescribe the fol- 
lowing regulations relating to the security program of the Government Printing 
Office: 

Section 1. Definitions 

(a) As used herein, the term “national security” relates to the protection and 
preservation of the military, economic, and productive strength of the United 
States, including the security of the Government in domestic and foreign affairs, 
against or from espionage, sabotage, and subversion, and any and all other illegal 
acts designed to weaken or destroy the United States. 

(b) As used herein, the term “sensitive position” shall mean any position in 
the Government Printing Office the occupant of which could bring about, because 
of the nature of the position, a material adverse effect on the national security. 
Such positions shall include, but shall not be limited to, any position the occupant 
of which (1) may have access to security information or material classified as 
“confidential,” “secret,” or “top secret,” or any other information or material 
having a direct bearing on the national security, and (2) may have opportunity 
to commit acts directly or indirectly adversely affecting the national security. 
Secrion 2. Policy 

It shall be the policy of the Government Printing Office, based on the said 
Act of August 26, 1950, and the said Executive Order No. 10450, to employ and 
to retain in employment only those persons whose employment or retention in 
employment is found to be clearly consistent with the interests of the national 
security. 


SecTion 3. Security Standards 


(a) No person shall be employed, or retained as an employee, in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office unless the employment of such person is clearly consistent 
with the nterests of the national security. 
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(b) Information regarding an applicant for employment, or an employee, in 
the Government Printing Office which may preclude a finding that his employ- 
ment or retention in employment is clearly consistent with the interests of the 
national security shall relate, but shall not be limited, to the following: 

(1) Depending on the relation of the Government employment to the national 
security : 


(i) Any behavior, activities, or associations which tend to show that 
the individual is not reliable or trustworthy. 

(ii) Any deliberate misrepresentations, falsifications, or omissions of 
material facts. 

(iii) Any criminal, infamous, dishonest, immoral, or notoriously dis- 
graceful conduct, habitual use of intoxicants to excess, drug addiction, or 
sexual perversion. 

(iv) An adjudication of insenity, or treatment for serious mental or 
neurological disorder without satisfactory evidence of cure. 

(v) Any facts which furnish reason to believe that the individual may 
be subjected to coercion, influence, or pressure, which may cause him to 
act contrary to the best interests of the national security. 


(2) Commission of any act of sabotage, espionage, treason, or sedition, or 
attempts thereat or preparation therefor, or conspiring with, or aiding or abetting, 
another to commit or attempt to commit any act of sabotage, espionage, treason, 
or sedition. 

(3) Establishing or continuing a sympathetic association with a saboteur, spy, 
traitor, seditionist, anarchist, or revolutionist, or with an espionage or other 
secret agent or representative of a foreign nation, or any representative of a 
foreign nation whose interests may be inimical to the interests of the United 
States, or with any person who advocates the use of force or violence to over- 
throw the Government of the United States or the alteration of the form of 
government of the United States by unconstitutional means. 

(4) Advocacy of use of force or violence to overthrow the Government of 
the United States, or of the alteration of the form of government of the United 
States by unconstitutional means, 

(5) Membership in, or affiliation or sympathetic association with, any foreign 
or domestic organization, association, movement, group, or combination of per- 
sons which is totalitarian, Fascist, Communist, or subversive, or which has 
adopted, or shows, a policy of advocating or approving the commission of acts 
of force or violence to deny other persons their rights under the Constitution 
of the United States, or which seeks to alter the form of government of the 
United States by unconstitutional means. 

(6) Intentional, unauthorized disclosure to any person of security informa- 
tion, or of other information disclosure of which is prohibited by law, or willful 
violation or disregard of security regulations. 

(7) Performing or attempting to perform his duties, or otherwise acting, so 
as to serve the interests of another government in preference to the interests 
of the United States. 

Section 4. Security Investigations 

(a) Security investigations conducted pursuant to these regulations shall be 
designed to develop information as to whether employment or retention in em- 
ployment by the Government Printing Office of the person being investigated is 
clearly consistent with the interests of the national security. 

(bo) Every appointment made within the Government Printing Office shall be 
made subject to investigation. The scope of the investigation shall be determined 
in the first instance according to the degree of adverse effect the occupant of the 
position sought to be filled could bring about, by virtue of the nature of the posi- 
tion, on the national security, but in no event shall the investigation include less 
than a national agency check (including a check of the fingerprint files of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation) and written inquiries to appropriate local law- 
enforcement agencies, former employers and sup¢rvisors, references, and schools 
and colleges attended by the person under investigation: Provided, That to the 
extent authorized by the Civil Service Commission a less investigation may suffice 
with respect to per diem, intermittent, temporary, or seasonal employees, or 
aliens employed outside the United States. Sheuld information develop at any 
stage of investigation indicating that the employment of any such person may 
not be clearly consistent with the interests of the national security, there shall 
be conducted with respect to such person a full field investigation, or such less 
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stigation as shall be sufficient to enable the Public Printer to determine 

Whether retention of such person is clearly consistent with the interests of th: 
na i] security 

(4 No sensitive position in the Government Printing Office shall be filled or 
occupied by any person with respect to whom a full field investigation has not 
| nducted: Provided, That a person occupying a sensitive position at th 
time is designated as such may continue to occupy such position pending the 
eompletion of a full field investigation, subject to the other provisions of thes 
rm lations ul provided further, That in case of emergency a sensitive posi 
ti Inay be filled for a limited period of time by a person with respect to whom 
a f fie! preappointment investigation has not been completed if the Publi 
Printer finds that such action is necessary in the national interest. Such finding 
shall be made a part of the personnel record of the person concerned 


henever a security investigation being conducted with respect to an 
employee of the Government Printing Office develops information relating to any 
of the matters described in subdivisions 2 through 7 of subsection (0) of section 
3 of these regulations, or indicates that an employee has been subject to coercior 
influence, or pressure to act contrary to the interests of the national security 
the matter shall be referred to the Federal Bureau of Investigation for a full 
field investigation 

ves tive reports received from the Civil Service Commission or the 
Kederal Bureau of Investigation shall be evaluated by the Security Officer of the 
Government Printing Office 





Srorron 5, Suspension and Termination 


a) The authority conferred by the Act of August 26, 1950, 64 Stat. 476, upon 


the heads of departments and agencies to which such act is applicable to suspend 
civilian employees, without pay, when deemed necessary in the interests of the 
national security and recommended by the Security Officer is hereby delegated 


with respect to employees of the Government Printing Office to the Director of 
Personne! 

bh) Upon receipt of an investigative report containing derogatory informa 
tion relating to any of the matters described in subsection (0) of section 3 of 
these regulations, the Security Officer of the Government Printing Office shall 
immediately evaluate the report from the standpoint of the security of the 
Government Printing Office. 





(¢ rhe Security Officer shall make an immediate positive determination as 
to the necessity for suspension of the employee in the interests of the national 
securit If he deems such suspension necessary, and so recommends to the 
I) tor of Personnel, the employee shall be suspended immediately. If he does 
not deem such suspension necessary, a written determination to that effect shall 
be made a part of the investigation file of the person concerned. 


(d) Factors to be taken into consideration in making the determination re- 


quired by subsection (¢) of this scetion shall include, but shall not be limited to, 
(1) the seriousness of the derogatory information developed, (2) the possible 
access, authorized or unauthorized, of the employee to security information or 
mist and (3) opportunity, by reason of the nature of the position, for com 


mitting acts adversely affecting the national security. Pending final determina 
in causes in which ameliorating circumstances are present, the employee may 
with the approval of the Security Officer, be transferred temporarily to a posi 


t in Which the interests of the national security cannot be adversely affected 

ly the eI OoVvee 
(¢) In case the employee is suspended, the Chief, Employee Relations Section 
shall notify the suspended employee as soon as possible of the reasons for his 
SUSPeNSiO! Such notice shall be in writing, and shall be as specific and detailed 
ecnrity considerations, including the need for protection of confidential 

ree f information, permit 
) A suspended employee shall have the right to submit, within 30 days 
ifter notification of his suspension, to the Security Officer, statements and affi 
efuting or explaining the stated rcasons for suspension, Such statements 
and affidavits shall be ¢ sidered by the Security Officer for sufficiency, and a 
reconimn { 1 for the disposition of the case shall be made to the Public 
P ' 


On the basis of the recommendation, the Public Printer shall make his 
determination of the case as follows: 

he finds that reinstatement of the suspended employee in the position 

from which he has been suspended is clearly consistent with the interests of the 
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tion, and the employee shall be compensated for the period of suspension. 

(2) If he does not find that reinstatement in the position from which he has 
been suspended will be clearly consistent with the interests of the national secn- 

ty, but that employment of the suspended employee in another position in the 
Government Printing Office is clearly consistent with the interests of the national 
security, he may restore the employee to duty in such other position. 

(3) If he does not find that reinstatement of the suspended employee to any 
position in the Government Printing Office is clearly consistent with the interests 


national security, he shall restore the suspended employee to duty in such posi- 


of the national security, he shall terminate the employment of the suspended 
employee. 

(4) If the employment of the suspended employee is terminated, the employee 
ull be given a written notice of such termination, to be signed by the Chief, 
Employee Relations Section. 


(i) In addition to the protection granted by subsections (e€) through (9g) of 
this section to all employees of the Government Printing Office, any employee 
who is a citizen of the United States and who has a permanent or indefinite 
appointment and has completed his probationary or trial period shall be entitled 
to the following: 

(1) A written statement of charges shall be furnished the employee within 
30 days after his suspension. The statement shall be signed by the Chief, km 
ployee Relations Section, and shall be as specific and detailed as security con- 
siderations, including the need for protection of confidential sources of informa 
tion, permit, and shall be subject to amendment within 30 days of issuance. The 
letter of charges will contain a statement advising the employee that deliberate 
misrepresentations, falsifications, or omission of material facts may constitute 
sufficient basis for removal. 

(2) An opportunity shall be afforded the employee to answer, within 30 
days after issuance of the statement of charges or within 30 days after 
the amendment thereof, such charges and submit affidavits. Statements in 
refutation of the charges and supporting documents shall be forwarded to the 
Security Officer, who shall determine the sufficiency of the answer. The Secu- 
rity Officer shall make a recommendation to the Publie Printer 

(5) The employee shall be given a hearing before a hearing board composed 

of at least three impartial, disinterested persons, selected in accordance with 
the procedure set forth in section 8 of these regulations. The hearing shall be 
conducted in strict accordance with the procedure set forth in section 9 of these 
regulations. The decision of the hearing board shall be in writing and shall be 
signed by all members of the board. One copy of the decision shall be sent to 
the Public Printer and one copy shall be sent to the suspended employee. 
(“) The entire case shall be reviewed by the Public Printer before a decision 
to terminate the employment of a suspended employee is made final. The 
review shall be based on a study of all the documents in the case, ineluding 
the record of the hearing before the hearing board 

(5) The employee shall be furnished a written statement of the decision of the 
Public Printer. 

(i) Copies of all notices of personnel action taken in security cases shall be 
supplied at once by the Security Officer to the Civil Service Commission. 


Section 6. Readjudication of Certain Cases 


The Security Officer shall review all cases of employees of the Government 
Printing Office with respect to whom there has been conducted a full field in- 
vestigation under Executive Order No. 9835 of March 21, 1947. After such 
further investigation as may be appropriate, such of those cases as have not been 
adjudicated under a security standard commensurate with that established by 
Executive Order No. 10450 of April 27, 1953;,and these regulations shall be read- 
judicated in accordance with the said Act of August 26, 1950, and these regula- 
tions. 


Section 7. Reemployment of Employees Whose Employment Has Been 7 
minated 


No person whose employment has been terminated by any department or 
agency other than the Government Printing Office under or pursuant to the 
provisions of the said Act of August 26, 1950, or pursuant to the said Executive 
Order No. 9835 or any other security or loyalty program, shall be employed in 
the Government Printing Office unless the Public Printer finds that sueh employ 
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ment is clearly consistent with the interests of the national security and unless 
the Civil Service Commission determines that such person is eligible for such 
employment. The finding of the Public Printer and the determination of the 
Civil Service Commission shall be made a part of the personnel record of the 
person concerned. 

Section 8. Security Hearing Boards 

(a) Security hearing boards of the Government Printing Office shall be com- 
posed of not less than three civilian officers or employees of the Federal Govern- 
ment, selected by the Public Printer from rosters maintained for that purpose 
by the Civil Service Commission in Washington, D. C., and at regional offices of 
the Commission. 

(b) No officer or employee of the Government Printing Office shall serve as a 
member of a security hearing board hearing the case of an employee of the 
Government Printing Office. 

(c) No person shall serve as a member of a security hearing board hearing 
the case of an employee with whom he is acquainted. 

(d) The Security Officer of the Government Printing Office shall nominate 
three civilian officers or employees to the security hearing board roster main- 
tained in Washington by the Civil Service Commission. The Security Officer 
shall nominate three civilian officers or employees to the security hearing board 
roster maintained at the appropriate regional office of the Civil Service Com- 
mission. 

(ec) Officers and employees nominated to security hearing board rosters 
maintained by the Civil Service Commission, both in and outside of Washington, 
D. C., shall be persons of responsibility, unquestioned integrity, and sound judg- 
ment Each such nominee shall have been the subject of a full field investigation, 
and his nomination shall be determined to be clearly consistent with the interests 
of the national security. 

(f) The Security Officer shall whenever appropriate provide stenographic 
facilities to the security hearing boards of the Government Printing Office when 
needed to provide an accurate stenographic transcript of the hearing. 

(g) The Security Officer shall be responsible for the preparation of the charges 
against the employee to be presented to the security hearing board. Whenever 
possible the Public Printer shall be represented at the hearing. Such represent- 
ative shall not act as prosecutor, but shall aid the board in its determination as 
to procedure, and shall advise the employee of his rights before the board upon 
request of the employee. 


Section 9. Hearing Procedure 


(a) Hearings before security hearing boards shall be conducted in an orderly 
manner, and in a serious, businesslike atmosphere of dignity and decorum, and 
shall be expedited as much as possible. 

(b) Testimony before the hearing boards shall be given under oath or affirma- 
tion. 

(c) The hearing board shall take whatever action is necessary to insure the 
employee of a full and fair consideration of his case. It is the responsibility of 
the board to make sure, within a reasonable time prior to the hearing, that the 
employee has been informed of his right (1) to participate in the hearings, 
(2) to be represented by counsel of his choice, (3) to present witnesses and offer 
other evidence in his own behalf and in refutation of the charges brought against 
him, and (4) to cross-examine any witness offered in support of the charges. 

(d@) Hearings shall be opened by the reading of the letter setting forth the 
charges against the employee, and the statements and affidavits by the employee 
in answer to such charges. 

(e) Both the Government Printing Office and the employee may introduce 
such evidence as the hearing board may deem proper in the particular case. 
Rules of evidence shall not be binding on the board, but reasonable restrictions 
shall be imposed as to the relevancy, competency, and materiality of matters 
considered, so that the hearings shall not be unduly prolonged. If the employee 
is, or may be, handicapped by the nondisclosure to him of confidential informa- 
tion or by lack of opportunity to cross-examine confidential informants, the 
hearing board shall take that fact into consideration. If a person who has made 
charges against the employee and who is not a confidential informant is called 
as a witness but does not appear, his failure to appear shall be considered by the 
board in evaluating such charges, as well as the fact that there can be no payment 
for travel of witnesses, 
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(f) The employee or his counsel shall have the right to control the sequence 
of witnesses called by him. Reasonable cross-examination of witnesses by the 
employee or his counsel shall be permitted. 

(9g) The hearing board shall give due consideration to documentary evidence 
developed by investigation, including party membership cards, petitions bearing 
the employee’s signature, books, treatises or articles written by the employee, 
and testimony by the employee before duly constituted authorities. The fact 
that such evidence has been considered shall be made a part of the transcript 
of the hearing. 

(h) Hearing boards may, in their discretion, invite any person to appear at 
the hearing and testify. However, a board shall not be bound by the testimony 
of such witness by reason of having called him, and shall have full right to 
cross-examine him. 

(i) Hearing boards shall conduct the hearing proceedings in such manner 
as to protect from disclosure information affecting the national security or 
tending to disclose or compromise investigative sources or methods. 

(j) Complete verbatim stenographic transcript shall be made of the hearing 
by qualified reporters, and the transcript shall constitute a permanent part of 
the record. Upon request, the employee or his counsel shall be furnished, at 
reasonable cost, a copy of the transcript of the hearing. 

(k) The board shall reach its conclusions and base its determination on the 
transcript of the hearing, together with such confidential information as it may 
have in its possession. The board, in making its determination, shall take into 
consideration the inability of the employee to meet charges of which he has not 
been advised, because of security reasons, specifically or in detail, or to attack 
the credibility of witnesses who do not appear. The decision of the board shall 
be in writing, and shall be signed by all members of the board. One copy of the 
decision of the board, together with the complete record of the case, including 
investigative reports, shall be sent to the Public Printer and one copy of the 
decision shall be sent to the employee. 

(1) Hearings shall be private. There shall be present at the hearing only the 
members of the hearing board, the stenographer or stenographers, the employee, 
his counsel, Government Printing Office employees concerned and the witnesses. 
Witnesses shall be present at the hearing only when actually giving testimony. 

Administrative Order No. 45 of November 14, 1947, and supplements thereto 
and all other orders and regulations or parts thereof which are inconsistent with 
the foregoing are hereby rescinded. 

RAYMOND BLATTENBERGER, Public Printer. 


No, 4 
{Administrative Order No. 92, September 1, 1953] 
ESTABLISHMENT OF THE FULL-TIME POSITION OF SECURITY OFFICER 


There is hereby established in the Government Printing Office the full-time 
position of Seeurity Officer. 

The Security Officer will report directly to the Public Printer and will be re 
sponsible for enforcing all security measures for the Government Printing Office 
and for the physical security of all classified information and materials in the 
custody of the Office. He will be responsible for administering the duties of 
the Security Officer outlined in Administrative Order No. 90, revised. 

He will formulate and recommend to the Public Printer such policies, pro- 
cedures, and directives as may be necessary to safeguard all information and 
materials of a classified nature. He shall recommend the delegation of such au- 
thority and responsibility to security-officer representatives as may be necessary. 

The Assistant Security Officer will perform such duties as may be assigned 
to him by the Security Officer and in the absence of the Security Officer he shall 
act as Security Officer. 

Mr. Earl M. Underwood is hereby appointed Acting Security Officer, and Mr. 
Frederick W. Baumann, Jr., is hereby appointed Acting Assistant Security 
Officer, effective immediately. 

All regulations or portions of regulations inconsistent with the foregoing pro- 
visions are hereby rescinded 

RAYMOND BLATTENBERGER, Public Printer. 
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For mediate release, September 1, 19 J 
U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING Orrice, WASHINGTON, D. C 


Lhe U. S. Governinent Printing Office will return to a wartime security status, 


ublic Printer Raymond Battenberger announced today “This is a temporary 
measure which is being taken pending the completion of a survey now in progress,” 
Mir. Blattenberger aid 


fhe Public Printer had announced earlier he was asking the Secretary of 
Defense to make an advisory survey in addition to a study which Mr. Blatten- 


berger is conducting at the Government Printing Office. The reimposition of 
Wartime security measures ill exclude all outsiders from the Government 
Printing Office, except persons on official business. Photographie badges will 


again be used by all employees and outsiders will be provided with special visitors’ 
badges and will be escorted at all times that they are in the Government Print- 
ing Office 

In addition, Mr. Blattenberger announced the establishment of the position 
of Security Office on a full-time basis to be responsible for plant security as 

ell as personnel security. In the past, these two functions were separated 
and were carried on by officials of the Government Printing Office as part-time 
duties. Mr. Earl Underwood, Assistant Production Manager, was named Acting 
Security Officer 

Mr. Blattenberger also announced that he had established a special committee 
to reevaluate under the new security procedure all of the cases of employees 
still on the rolls who were examined under the old loyalty board proceedings 

“In my opinion, the new security regulations issued by the Attorney General 
are far superior to the old loyalty proceedings which formerly existed,’ Mr. 
slattenberger said. Mr. Blattenberger’s action removes from the security setup 
all of the top officials who were concerned with the loyalty program. 

“The loyalty of a person to his Government is a completely different matter 
from a person’s reliability from the security standpoint It is entirely possible 
for a person to be completely loyal to the United States, and yet to constitute 
a security risk,” Mr. Blattenberger stated. ‘The new security regulations pre- 
sent a completely different approach, and I believe that our security practices 
can be best administered by persons who were not trained to think in terms 
of the old loyalty proceedings,” Mr. Blattenberger said. 





No. 6 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFIC! 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington 25, D. 0., September 1, 19538 


lo All Officials and Employees. 
Subject: Reestablishment of Wartime Security Regulations in the Government 
Printing Office. 

I have recently asked the Secretary of Defense to conduct a survey to determine 
the adequacy of security measures in the Government Printing Office. I am also 
studying this matter personally and am most anxious that during the period of 
these investigations all operations are handled with utmost security. I therefore 
hereby direct a return to wartime security measures, including the closing of 
Government Printing Office buildings to all outsiders except those who have official 
business. I also hereby direct the reestablishment of the system of using photo- 
graphic badges for all employees. 

This action is being taken as a temporary measure and I hope that everyone will 
understand the necessity for and accept the inconvenience caused by these meas- 
ures and will cooperate to the fullest extent with the Guards and Security Officials 
of the Government Printing Office. 

RAYMOND BLATTENBERGER, Public Printer. 
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No. 7 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington 25, D. C., September 1, 1953 


To All Employees 
Subject : Security of Public Printing and Binding 

On several occasions in the past, the attention of all employees has been directed 
to the need for great care in handling all items of a classified nature in the 
Government Printing Office 

‘To emphasize the seriousness of this matter, I am again bringing to the atten 
tion of all employees the following extracts which are quoted from the Subversive 
Activities Control Act of 1950 

“Whoever * * * being entrusted with any document * * * relating to the na 


tional defense, willfully communicates * * the same to any person not entitled 
to receive it, or willfully * * * fails to deliver it on demand to the officer or 
employee of the United States entitled to receive it; or * * through gross 


negligence permits the same to be removed from its proper place of custody * * * 
shall be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned for not more than 10 years or 
both.’ 

RAYMOND BLATTENBERGER, Publie Printer 
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